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29.     On  February  10,  1971  in  the  month  before  Director  Hoover  was 
to  appear  before  a  House  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations,  the  FBI 
terminated  the  nine  wiretaps  from  the  1969-71  electronic  surveillance 
program  which  were  still  in  operation. 
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29.1  Report  by  John  Sparkman  and  Clifford  Case 

to  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee,  1, 
19-20  (received  from  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee)  . .  . '. 568 

29.2  Henry  Kissinger  testimony,  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee  Executive  Session,  September  17,  1973,  269 

(made  public  October  4,  1973) 571 

29.3  Memorandum  from  W.C.  Sullivan  to  Tolson,  February 

10,  1971  (received  from  Department  of  Justice) 572 
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30.       In  June  1971  Dwight  Chapin,  the  President's  Appointments 

Secretary,  and  Gordon  Strachan,  an  aide  to  H.  R.  Haldeman,  recruited 

Donald  Segretti  to  disrupt  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the 

Democratic  presidential  nomination.   Shortly  thereafter,  Haldeman.  met 

with  Herbert  Kalmbach  and  authorized  Kalmbach  to  pay  out  of  political 

funds  Segretti 's  salary  and  expenses,  which  totaled  $45,000  during 

the  next  year. 
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Kalmbach,  SSC  Exhibit  223,  10  SSC  4311-13 588 
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31.     On  June  13,  1971  The  New  York  Times  published  the  first 

installment  of  excerpts  from  the  History  of  U.S.  Decision-Making 

Process  on  Viet  Nam  Policy,  popularly  known  as  the  "Pentagon  Papers." 

The  Pentagon  Papers,  prepared  in  1967  and  1968  at  the  direction  of 

the  Secretary  of  Defense,  were  based  largely  upon  CIA  and  State  and 

Defense  Department  documents  classified  "top  secret."   On  June  15,  1971, 

at  the  direction  of  the  President, the  government  instituted  legal 

actions  in  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  prohibit;  further  publication  of 

Pentagon  Papers  material  by  The  New  York  Times  and  by  The  Washington 

Post  which  also  had  gained  access  to  it.   On  that  day,  at  the  request 

of  Attorney  General  Mitchell,  the  FBI  began  an  investigation  to 

determine  how  the  newspapers  had  obtained  copies  of  the  Pentagon 

Papers.  ,  . 
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32.     Following  the  June  13,  1971  publication  of  the  "Pentagon 
Papers,"  Daniel  Ellsberg  publicly  acknowledged  copying  and  releasing 
the  documents.   On  June  28,  1971  Ellsberg  was  indicted  in  California 
on  charges  of  unauthorized  possession  of  defense  information  and 
conversion  of  government  property,  the  Pentagon  Papers. 
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32.1  Washington  Post,  June  29,  1971,  Al,  A12 614 

32.2  United  States  v.  Ellsberg  indicl;ment,  June  28, 

1971 616 
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33.     In  the  two  weeks  following  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers 
the  President  met  at  various  meetings  with  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  Kissinger 
and  Colson.   According  to  Ehrlichman  and  Colson  the  participants  at  these 
meetings  discussed  the  adverse  effect  of  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers  upon  national  security  and  foreign  policy  and  considered  the  pos- 
sibility that  Daniel  Ellsberg,  identified  as  the  probable  source  of  the 
published  papers,  possessed  additional  sensitive  information  that  he 
might  disclose.   During  this  period.  White  House  staff  members  were  told 
by  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Internal  Security  Division 
that  some  or  all  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  had  been  delivered  to  the  Soviet 
Embassy  on  June  17,  1971. 
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34.     The  President  has  stated  that  in  the  week  following  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Pentagon  Papers  he  authorized  the  creation  of  a  Special  In- 
vestigations Unit  whose  principal  purpose  would  be  to  stop  future 
disclosure  of  sensitive  security  matters  and  that  he  looked  to  John 
Ehrlichman  to  supervise  that  unit.   This  unit  became  known  as  the 
"Plumbers." 
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35.  On  June  23,  1971  Haldeman  sent  several  projects  to  Strachan  for 
implementation.  One  of  the  projects  envisaged  24-hour-a-day  surveillance 
of  Senator  Edward  Kennedy.  Caulfield  and  Dean  objected  to  this  project 
because  of  the  risks  involved  and  the  project  was  not  implemented. 
Strachan  has  testified  that  Dean  told  him  that  physical  surveillance  of 
Kennedy  was  in  fact  conducted  on  a  periodic  basis  and  that  Strachan  re- 
ceived reports  on  Kennedy's  activities. 
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36.       On  June  25,  1971  Colson  sent  a  memorandum  to  Halderaan  in  which 
he  analyzed  in  detail  the  political  ramifications  of  the  publication  of 
the  first  installments  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  government  efforts  to 
halt  further  publication.   He  considered  among  other  things  the  political 
advantages  which  could  accrue  to  the  Administration  from  the  criminal 
prosecution  of  Ellsberg. 
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June  25,  1971  (received  from  White  House)  664 
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37.       During  the  last  week  of  June  1971  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichraan 
directed  Colson  to  reconmend  a  person  to  be  responsible  for  research  about 
the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers.   One  of  Colson's  several  candi- 
dates for  this  position  was  his  friend  E.  Howard  Hunt,  a  retired  career 
CIA  agent. 
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38.     On  July  1,  1971  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Justice 
Department  sent  a  request  to  the  FBI  asking  whether  there  was  any  elec- 
tronic surveillance  involving  Daniel  Ellsberg.   According  to  the  FBI, 
during  the  operation  of  the  wiretap  program  authorized  by  the  President 
in  1969,  Ellsberg  had  been  overheard  15  times  on  the  telephone  of  Morton 
Halperin,  one  of  the  staff  members  of  the  NSC  whose  telephone  was  tapped. 
But  no  record  of  this  overhearing  was  maintained  in  the  regular  files 
of  the  FBI. 


»  Page 

38.1  Memorandum  from  O.T.  Jacobson  to  Mr,  Walters, 
May  12,  1973,  1,  8a-8b  (received  from  Department 

of  Justice) 682 

38.2  Memorandum  from  Robert  Mardian  to  J.  Edgar  Hoover, 

July  2,  1971  and  transmittal,  July  3,  1971  (received       ; 
from  Department  of  Justice) 685 
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Sullivan  answers  thereto.  May  10,  1973  (received 

from  Department  of  Justice) 688 

38.4  Memorandum  from  T.J.  Smith  to  E.S.  Miller,  May  13, 

1973,  1,  8  (received  from  Department  of  Justice) 695[ 


(534) 


39.        On  July  1,  1971  Colson  and  Hunt  discussed  various  aspects  of 
the  Pentagon  Papers  matter.   This  telephone  conversation  was  recorded 
and  transcribed  by  Colson,  and  on  July  2,  1971  he  sent  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  to  Haldeman  with  the  reconunendation  that  Haldeman  meet  Hunt. 
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40.     On  July  6,  1971  Colson  informed  Ehrlichman  that  '.-niite  House  aide 
and  speech  writer  Patrick.  J.  Buchanan,  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman' s  first 
choice  to  head  White  House  efforts  on  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter, 
strongly  believed  he  was  not  the  man  for  the  job.   Colson  urged 
Ehrlichman  to  meet  with  Hunt.   On  July  8,  1971,  Buchanan  sent  a  memo- 
randum to  Ehrlichman  recommending  against  the  project  because,  while 
there  were  dividends  to  be  derived  from  "Project  Ellsberg,"  none  would 
justify  the  magnitude  of  the  investigation  being  considered.   Ehrlichman 
forwarded  this  memorandum  to  Haldeman  to  read  anrd  return. 
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41.  Effective  July  6,  1971  Hunt  was  hired  as  a  White  House 

consultant  and  assigned  the  task  of  studying  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  the 
origins  of  American  involvement  in  the  Vietnam  war.   On  the  following 
morning,  Colson  introduced  Hunt  to  Ehrlichman. 
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1971  to  July  24,  1971  (received  from  White  House) 714 
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42.     On  July  7,  1971  Ehrlichman  called  General  Robert  Cushman,  Deputy 
Director  of  the  CIA,  and  informed  him  that  Hunt  had  been  asked  by  the 
President  to  perform  special  consultant  work  on  security  problems  and 
that  Hunt  might  be  contacting  Cushman  sometime  in  the  future  for  some 
assistance.   Ehrlichman  told  Cushman  he  should  consider  Hunt  to  have  pretty 
much  carte  blanche.   Prior  to  the  discovery  of  a  transcript  of  Ehrlichman' s 
conversation  with  Cushman,  in  February  197A,  Ehrlichman  testified  that  he 
could  not  recall  this  phone  call,  that  he  was  certain  the  President  did 
not  instruct  him  to  secure  CIA  aid  for  Hunt,'  and  that  it  was  not  until 
July  24,  1971  that  the  President  gave  him  special  authority  to  call  on 
the  CIA  for  assistance  in  connection  with  the  work  of  the  Special  Investi- 
gations Unit. 
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A3.       By  memorandum  dated  July  6,  1971  entitled  "More  Pentagon  Papers," 
Colson  advised  Ehrlichman  that  the  Brookings  Institution  was  conducting 
a  study  of  American  involvement  in  Vietnam;  Colson  characterized  it  as 
potentially  another  Pentagon  Papers.   According  to  Caulf ield ,  a  member 
of  Dean's  staff,  Colson  suggested  that  a  fire  be  started  at  the  Brookings 
Institution  in  the  course  of  which  the  papers  could  be  stolen.   Caulf ield 
objected  to  the  plan  and  reported  his  objection  to  Dean.   On  July  11, 
1971  Dean  flew  to  San  Clemente  and  told  Ehrlichman  that  the  Brookings 
Institution  plan  should  be  abandoned.   Ehrlichman  caused  the  project  to 
be  cancelled. 
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44.     Between  July  1  and  July  11,  1971  Assistant  FBI  Director  VJilliam 
Sullivan  told  Robert  Mardian,  Assistant  Attorney  General  for  Internal 
Security,  that  Sullivan  had  possession  of  the  files  and  logs  of  the 
1969-71  wiretaps,  and  that  the  taps  were  not  entered  in  the  FBI  indices. 
Mardian  has  testified  that  Sullivan  indicated  to  him  that  the  files  were 
extremely  sensitive,  that  Sullivan  was  likely  to  be  forced  out  of  the 
FBI  by  Director  Hoover  with  whom  he  had  disagreed  on  FBI  policy,  and  that 
he  desired  to  turn  over  the  logs  to  Mardian  so  that  Hoover  could  not  use 
them  against  the  White  House.   On  July  11,  1971^  after  se3king  the  advice 
of  Attorney  General  Mitchell  about  what  to  do  about  the  logs  and  files, 
Mardian  flew  to  San  Clemente,  California  on  a  military  courier  flight  to 
report  to  the  President. 
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44.1  Robert  Mardian  interview,  FBI,  May  10,  1973,  1-3 
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^u.2     William  Ruckelshaus  interrogatories  and  William 
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44.4  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  920,  1069-70 771  I 
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45.     On  July  12,  1971  Robert  Mardian  net  with  the  President  and  John 
Ehrlichman  and  related  William  Sullivan's  concerns  about  the  wiretap 
files  and  logs.   The  President  directed  Mardian  to  obtain  the  1969-71 
files  and  to  deliver  them  to  Ehrlichman.   .lardian  was  also  directed  to 
verify  that  the  copies  of  summaries  sent  to  Kissinger  and  Haldeman 
were  secure. 
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(received  from  Department  of  Justice) 783 
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46.        On  July  13,  1971  the  FBI  reported  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  that  a  review  of  the  records  of  the  FBI  revealed  that  no 
conversations  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  had  been  monitored  by  electronic 
surveillance  devices.   On  July  16,  1971  the  FBI  reported  there  had 
been  no  direct  electronic  surveillance  of  Morton  Halperia. 
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46.1  Memorandum  from  Director,  FBI  to  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  Internal  Security  Division, 
July  13,  1971  (received  from  Department  of 

Justice) 790 

46.2  Memorandum  from  Director,  FBI  to  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  Internal  Security  Division, 
July  16,  1971  (received  from  Department  of 
Justice) 791 
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47.       On  or  about  July  17,  1971   Ehrlichman  assigned  Egil  Krogh,  a 
member  of  Ehrlichman 's  staff,  and  David  Young,  who  was  then  serving 
on  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council,  as  co-chairmen  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit. 
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47.3  John  Ehrlichman  log,  July  17,  1971  (received  from 
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47.4  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  8  SSC  3031 813 

47.5  Organizational  chart  from  files  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit,  undated  (received  from  the         i 
White  House) 814  I 


(543) 


48.       In  the  week  following  July  17,  1971  Krogh  recruited  Gordon 
Liddy,  an  ex-FBI  agent,  for  the  Special  Investigations  Unit,  and  Colson 
instructed  Hunt  to  report  to  that  unit.   Office  space,  equipped  as  a 
high  security  area  with  a  special  alarm  system  and  a  scrambler  telephone 
was  made  available  in  the  Executive  Office  Building. 
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49.     During  the  period  from  July  1971  to  December  1971  Ehrlichman 
authorized  Gordon  Liddy  to  conduct  an  unspecified  number  of  wiretaps 
on  persons  whose  names  have  not  been  disclosed. 
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50.     Charles  Colson's  responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  was  to  disseminate  the  information  obtained  by 
the  Unit.   In  this  connection,  Colson  prepared  memoranda  to  Ehrlichman 
concerning  efforts  undertaken  to  encourage  Congress  to  hold  hearings 
on  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter. 
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50.1  Charles  Colson  testimony,  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session,  June  19, 
1973,  454-55  (received  from  Senate,  Appropriations 

Commit  tee) -. 830 

50.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 
September  10,  1973,  100  (received  from  SSC) 832 

50.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  7  SSC  2670 833 

50.4  Document  entitled  Elements  of  Project  "Et  Al"  and 
Agency  Responsible,   from  the  files  of  the  Special 

,.  ,^.  Investigations  Unit  (received  from  White  House) 834 

50.5  Memorandum  from  Charles  Colson  to  John  Ehrlichman, 

July  14,  1971  (received  from  White  House) 835 

50.6  Memorandum  for  the  record  from  David  Young,  July  20, 
1971  (received  from  \^ite  House) 837 

50.7  Memorandum  from  Chc.rles  Colson  to  John  Ehrlichman, 

July  26,  1971  (received  from  White  House) 841 
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51.       On  July  22,  1971  Howard  Hunt  met  CIA  Deputy  Director 
Cushman  and  asked  for  CIA  aid  in  connection  with  an  interview  Hunt 
was  going  to  have  with  an  unidentified  person.   The  CIA  provided 
Hunt  with,  among  other  things,  material  for  physical  disguise  and 
voice  alteration,  and  "alias"  identification  in  the  name  of  "Edward 
Warren."   The  material  furnished  to  Hunt  was  intended  to  be  used  by 
Hunt  to  interview  one  Clifton  DeMotte  who  was  believed  to  have  informa- 
tion reflecting  unfavorably  on  certain  members,  of  the  Kennedy  political 
grouping. 
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51.1  Robert  Cushman  testimony,  8  SSC  3291-92 844 
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May  11,  1973,  158-59 860 
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52,     On  July  24,  1971   commencing  at  12:36  p.m.,  tha  President  held  a 
meeting  with  Ehrlichman  and  Krogh.   The  day  before  The  New  York  Times 
had  published  a  story  revealing  details  of  the  U.  S.  negotiating  position 
in  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  (SALT)  talks  then  in  progress.   At  the 
July  24  meeting  there  was  a  discussion  of  efforts  to  identify  the  source 
of  the  SALT  leak  and  the  use  of  a  polygraph  on  State  Department  personnel 
suspected  of  being  the  source  of  the  leak. 
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52.1  New  York  Times,  July  23,  1971,  1,4 864 

52.2  Tape  recording  of  meeting  among  the  President,  John 
Ehrlichman  and  Egil  Krogh,  July  24,  1971,  12:36  to 
12:48  p.m.,  and  House  Judiciary  Committee  transcript 
thereof 867 
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53.       Following  the  meeting  among  the  President,  Ehrlichman  and 
Krogh  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  conducted  an  Investigation  of 
the  SALT  leak,  and  received  the  assistance  of  the  CIA  in  obtaining 
polygraph  equipment  and  operators. 
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53.1  President  Nixon  statement,  May  22,  1973,  9  Presi- 
dential Documents  693 ,  696 888 

53.2  John  Ehrlichman  testimony,  6  SSC  2533 890 
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54.     Sometime  prior  to  July  27,  1971  Young  asked  the  Director 
of  Security  of  the  CIA  to  have  a  psychological  profile  of  Ellsberg 
prepared.   The  project  was  personally  authorized  by  CIA  Director 
Helms.   Young  told  both  Helms  and  the  CIA  Director  of  Security  that 
it  was  Ehrlichman's  wish  that  the  CIA  undertake  the  project.   By 
memorandum  dated  July  27,  1971  Young  and  Krogh  advised  Ehrlichman 
that  preparation  of  the  profile  was  underway. 
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54.1  Richard  Helms  testimony.  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  Nomination  of  Richard  Helms  to  be 
Ambassador  to  Iran  and  CIA  International  and 
Domestic  Activities,  May  21,  1973,  62-63 898 

54.2  CIA  employee  affidavit,  May  9,  1973  and  CIA 
Director  of  Security  memorandum,  August  3, 

1973  (received  from  CIA) 900 

54.3  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young  to 
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55.       Hunt  sent  a  memorandum  dated  July  28,  1971  to  Colson  entitled 
"Neutralization  of  Ellsberg."  Hunt  proposed  the  building  of  a  file  on 
Ellsberg  to  contain  all  available  overt,  covert  and  derogatoiry  informa- 
tion in  order  to  determine  how  to  destroy  Ellsberg 's  public  image  and 
credibility.   Hunt  suggested  that  Ellsberg's  psychiatric  files  be  ob- 
tained.  Hunt  suggested  a  CIA  psychological  assessment/evaluation  on 
Ellsberg.   Colson  has  testified  that  he  forwarded  Hunt's  memorandum  to 
Krogh.   By  memorandum  dated  August  3,  1971  Young  reported  to  Colson  that 
the  psychological  profile  and  certain  other  items  mentioned  in  Hunt's 
memorandum  were  already  underway  and  that  the  other  suggestions  in 
Hunt's  memorandum  were  under  consideration. 
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56.     In  August  1971  William  Sullivan  delivered  to  Robert  Mardian  the 
files  and  logs  respecting  the  1969-71  wiretaps  and  the  FBI  surevillances 
on  Joseph  Kraft.   Shortly  thereafter  Mardian  delivered  these  records  to 
the  White  House.   According  to  Mardian,  when  the  materials  were  delivered 
by  him  to  the  White  House  Henry  Kissinger  and  Alexander  Haig  were  present 
and  assured  themselves  that  the  summaries  of  wiretap  information  were 
identical  to  the  summaries  that  Kissinger  had  previously  received. 
A  similar  check  was  made  with  Haldeman  as  to  summaries  sent  to  him. 
Mardian  has  stated  that  two  of  the  summaries  sent  to  Haldeman  were 
missing  from  Haldeman 's  records.   Mardian  then  delivered  the  files  and 
wiretap  logs  to  the  Oval  Office  of  the  White  House. 
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57.       On  July  29,  1971  the  President  sent  a  letter  to  FBI  Director 
Hoover  asking  him  to  furnish  Krogh  with  files  containing  material  about 
the  investigation  of  Ellsberg  and  the  Pentagon  Papers.   In  response, 
on  August  3,  1971,  Hoover  sent  Krogh  copies  of  FBI  interviews  and  other' 
material.   In  connection  with  its  investigation  of  the  disclosure  and 
publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers,  the  Special  Investigations  Unit 
also  from  time  to  time  received  information  from  the  Department  of 
Defense,  the  Department  of  State  and  other  government  agencies. 
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58.     In  the  week  prior  to  August  5,  1971  Krogh,  Young,  Hunt  and  Liddy 
discussed  information  that  the  FBI  had  sought  to  interview  Ellsberg's 
psychiatrist,  Lewis  Fielding,  but  that  Fielding  had  refused  to  discuss 
anything  involving  any  of  his  patients.   There  was  discussion  about 
someone  going  into  Fielding's  office  to  find  whatever  information  there 
was  about  Ellsberg.   Liddy  said  that  when  he  was  in  the  FBI  he  had  been 
involved  in  an  entry  operation.   There  was  discussion  of  whether  Cuban 
Americans  who  had  worked  with  Hunt  on  the  Bay  of  Pigs  invasion  might 
be  available  to  make  the  actual  entry  into  Fielding's  office. 
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59.     On  or  about  August  5,  1971  Krogh  and  Young  reported  to  Ehrlichman 
that  the  FBI  had  been  unable  to  gain  access  to  Fielding's  files  on 
Ellsberg.   They  told  Ehrlichman  that  to  examine  these  records  something 
other  than  regular  channels  through  the  FBI  or  through  the  ongoing  agencies 
would  have  to  be  undertaken.   Krogh  told  Ehrlichman  that  there  were 
individuals  in  the  unit  and  individuals  available  who  had  professional 
experience  in  this  land  of  investigation.   Ehrlichman  said  that  he  would 
think  about  it.   Ehrlichman  has  stated  that  he  discussed  with  the  Presi- 
dent  the  need  to  send  Hunt  and  Liddy  to  California  to  pursue  the  Ellsberg 
investigation  and  the  President  responded  that  Krogh  should  do  whatever 
was  necessary  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter  —  to  learn  Daniel 
Ellsberg' s  motive  and  potential  for  further  action. 
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60.  According  to  a  document  in  the  file  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  entitled  "Specific  Projects  as  of  August  10, 
1971,"  in  addition  to  the  investigation  of  Ellsberg  and  the  Pentagon 
Papers  and  the  SALT  disclosure,  the  Unit  undertook  projects  with  re- 
spect to  an  analysis  of  leaks,  press  regulations,  classification  and 
declassification  systems,  the  cancellation  of  software  contracts  and 
a  polygraph  study. 


Page 

60.1  Document  entitled  "Specific  Projects  as  of 

August  10,  1971"  from  the  files  of  the  Special 
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61.       On  August  11,  1971  the  CIA  delivered  to  Krogh  and  Young  a 
psychological  profile  on  Ellsberg  dated  August  9,  1971.   On  the  same 
day  Krogh  and  Young  submitted  a  written  status  report  to  Ehrlichman 
on  the  entire  Pentagon  Papers  project.   The  report  referred  to  the 
psychological  profile  of  Ellsberg  that  had  been  received,  but  stated 
that  Krogh  and  Young  considered  it  to  be  superficial.   Krogh  and 
Young  recommended  that  a  covert  operation  be  undertaken  to  examine 
all  the  medical  files  still  held  by  Ellsberg 's  psychoanalyst  covering 
the  two  year  period  in  which  Ellsberg  was  undergoing  analysis - 
Ehrlichman  stated  his  approval  of  the  recommendation  if  done  with  Krogh 
and  Young's  assurance  that  it  was  not  traceable.   Copies  of  the  August  11 
status  report  which  were  furnished  by  the  ^Vhite  House  to  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  had  the  paragraph  recommending  a  covert  operation 
and  Ehrlichman 's  approval  deleted. 
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62.       By  memorandum  dated  August  11,  1971  Young  contacted  the  State 
Department  to  enable  Hunt  to  review  and  obtain  copies  of  State  Department 
cable  files  covering  Vietnam  during  1963.   At  an  earlier  date  shortly 
after  Hunt  was  employed  at  the  l^niite  House,  Hunt  and  Colson  had  talked 
to  Colonel  Lucien  Conein,  a  retired  CIA  employee  formerly  stationed  in 
Vietnam  who  was  familiar  with  the  events  leading  up  to  the  overthrow  and 
death  of  South  Vietnamese  President  Diem  in  1963.   Hunt  has  testified 
that  on  the  basis  of  material  in  the  State  Department  files  and  apparent 
omissions  from  the  files  he  concluded  that  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Kennedy  Administration  had  been  implicitly  responsible  for  the 
assassination  of  Diem  and  his  brother.   Hunt  fabricated  cables  designed  to' 
implicate  the  Kennedy  Administration  in  the  deaths.   Hunt  then  took  steps 
to  have  the  cables  publicized.   Hunt  has  testified  that  he  was  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  Colson.   Colson  has  denied  this.   The  copies 
of  the  State  Department  cables  and  the  forged  cables  were  taken  from 
Hunt's  o<=-c  -i-n  June  1972  and  delivered  to  L.  Patrick  Gray,  who  later 
destroyed  them. 
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62.10  William  Lambert  interview,  SSC,  August  7,  1973, 

1,  3-7  (received  from  SSC) 1070 
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63.     On  August  12,  1971  Young,  Hunt  and  Liddy  met  with  the  CIA  staff 
psychiatrist  who  had  directed  the  preparation  of  the  Ellsberg  psychological 
profile  to  discuss  further  development  of  the  profile.   Young  told  the 
psychiatrist  of  Ehrlichman's  and  Kissinger's  personal  interest  in  the 
profile  and  stated  that  the  President  had  been  informed  of  the  study. 
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63.1  CIA  staff  psychiatrist  affidavit.  May  9,  1973,  1-4 
(received  from  CIA) • 1082 

63.2  CIA  staff  psychiatrist  testimony.  Subcommittee  of 

the  Senate  Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session, 

May  10,  1973,  111-12 109C 

63.3  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3805-06 1092 
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64.     In  discussions  in  mid-August  1971  concerning  the  plan  to  gain 
access  to  Dr.  Fielding's  files  on  Ellsberg,  Krogh  and  Young  told  Hunt 
and  Liddy  not  to  be  present  when  the  operation  was  executed  because  of 
their  association  with  the  VJhite  House.   During  this  period  Hunt  went  to 
Miami,  Florida  where  he  recruited  Bernard  Barker  for  the  operation. 
Barker  had  worked  with  Hunt  in  connection  with  the  Bay  of  Pigs  invasion. 
Barker  then  recruited  Felipe  DeDiego  and  Eugenio  Martinez,  who  had 
participated  in  intelligence  work  with  Barker  on  previous  occasions. 
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64.1  Egil  Krogh  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

May  4,  1973,  1,  4,  J 1096 
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Ehrlichman,  June  6,  1973,  281-85  (received  from 
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65.     On  or  about  August  19,  1971   Daniel  Schorr,  a  television 
commentator  for  CBS  News,  was  invited  to  the  White  House  to  meet 
with  Presidential  aides  in  connection  with  an  allegedly  unfavorable 
news  analysis  by  Schorr  of  a  Presidential  speech.   Thereafter,  while 
traveling  with  the  President,  Haldeman  directed  Lawrence  Higby,  one 
of  his  aides,  to  obtain  an  FBI  background  report  on  Schorr.   The  FBI, 
following  Higby 's  request,  conducted  an  extensive  investigation  of 
Schorr.   The  FBI  immediately  interviewed  25  persons  in  seven  hours, 
including  members  of  Schorr's  family,  friends,  employers,  and  the 
like.   Schorr  never  consented  to  such  an  investigation.   Following 
public  disclosure  of  the  investigation,  the  l^ite  House  stated  that 
Schorr  was  investigated  in  connection  with  a  potential  appointment 
as  an  assistant  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Environmental  Quality  Council. 
He  was  never  appointed.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  Schorr  was  not 
being  considered  for  any  federal  appointment  and  that  he  could  not 
remember  why  the  request  was  made. 
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66.     On  August  19,  1971  Krogh  and  Young  informed  Ehrlichiaan  that 
Colson  had  been  instructed  by  the  President  to  get  something  out  on  the 
Pentagon  Papers.   On  August  24,  1971  Ehrlichman  forwarded  to  Colson  a 
memorandum  on  Leonard  Boudin,  Daniel  Ellsberg's  attorney,  which  was 
prepared  by  Howard  Hunt.   Colson  released  the  Hunt  memorandum  to  a 
newspaper  reporter. 
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67.       On  August  25,  1971  Hunt  requested  and  received  from  the  CIA 
alias  identification  and  disguise  material  for  Liddy  and  a  camera  con- 
cealed in  a  tobacco  pouch.   Later  that  day  Hunt  and  Liddy  flew  to  Los 
Angeles  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  about  Ellsberg  and 
the  Pentagon  Papers  disclosure.   While  in  Los  Angeles  Hunt  and  Liddy 
sought  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  an  operation  to  gain  access  to 
Dr.  Fielding's  files.  Hunt  and  Liddy  took  photographs  of  the  interior 
and  exterior  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office.   Upon  Hunt's'  return  from  Los 
Angeles  on  either  August  26  or  27,  1971  a  CIA  employee  met  Hunt  at  the 
airport,  had  the  film  processed  and  returned  the  prints  to  Hunt  the 
same  day.   Hunt  and  Liddy  showed  the  photographs  to  Krogh  and  Young  and 
reported  that  a  surreptitious  entry  was  feasible. 


Page 
f.l  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3774 1152 

67.2  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
Ehrllchman,  June  6,  1973,  253,  275-76  (received 

from  Los  Angeles  County  Grand  Jury) 1153 

67.3  CIA  employee  affidavit,  May  9,  1973  and  letter 
from  John  Warner  to  William  Merrill,  September  5, 

1973  (received  from  CIA) 1156 

67.4  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

June  12,  1973,  270 1165 

67.5  John  Ehrlichman  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
Ehrlichman,  June  8,  197  3,  558  (received  from  Los 
Angeles  County  Grand  Jury) 1166 

67.6  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
January  30,  1974,  30-32 1167 

67.7  David  Young  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
August  22,  1973,  45-52 1170 


(564) 


STATEMENT  OF  INFORMATION 
AND 
SUPPORTING  EVIDENCE 


WHITE  HOUSE  SURVEILLANCE  ACTIVITIES 

and 

CAMPAIGN  ACTIVITIES 


Part  2 


(565) 


29.     On  February  10,  1971  in  the  month  before  Director  Hoover  was 

to  appear  before  a  House  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations,  the  FBI 

terminated  the  nine  wiretaps  from  the  1969-71  electronic  surveillance 
program  which  were  still  in  operation. 
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41-586  O  -  74  -  4 


29. 1     JOHN  SPARKMAN  AND  CLIFFORD  CASE  REPORT  TO  SENATE  FOREIGN  RELATIONS 
COMMITTEE,    1,    19-20 


DRAFT 


REPORT  OF  SENATORS  JOHN  SPARKMAN  AND  CLIFFORD  P.  CASE 
TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS  ON  THE  SUBJECT 
OF  AN  FBI  SUMMARY  OF  17  WIRE  TAPS  PLACED  ON  INDIVIDUALS 
RELATED  TO  LEAKS  IN  THE  FIELD  OF  NATIONAL  SECURITY 


A  Resolution  adopted  by  the  Senate  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee  14  to  0  on  September  10,  1973 
read  as  follows : 

"Two  members  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Re- 
lations Committee,  one  from  each  side, 

meet  with  the  Attorney  General  and  the  \ j     il"  ^.<. 

Deputy  Attorney  General  to  obtain  infor- 
mation on  Dr.  Kissinger's  role  respecting 
his  initiative  or  concurrence  in  wiretap 
surveillance  and  then  report  back  to  the 
Committee.   The  two  members  are  authorized 
by  the  Committee  to  examine  the  summary  of 
the  wiretap  surveillance  report." 

Chairman  Fulbright  named  Senators  Sparkman  and 

r 

Case  as  members  of  a  subcommittee  to  act  within  the 

framework  of  that  resolution. 

,,-.i.v-  ,.-•■• ; 
Pursuant  thereto/,  Mr.  J.  T.  Smith,  a  personal 

aide  to  Attorney  General  Richardson,  delivered  three 

copies  of  the  FBI  summary  to  the  Capitol  office  of 
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29.1     JOHN  SFARKMAN  AND  CLIFFORD  CASE  REPORT  TO  SENATE  FOREIGN  RELATIONS 
COMMITTEE,    1,    19-20 

4.   It  was  noted  by  the  Subcommittee  that  the  sum- 
maries of  information  referred  frequently  to  meetings 
with  individuals  opposed  to  United  States  policy  in 
Vietnam,  such  as  Clifford,  Harriman,  Mankiewicz,  and 
others,  thus  suggesting  that  the  motive  for  surveillance 
may  have  been  political  rather  than  concern  for  national 
security. 

Dr.  Kissinger  noted  that  these  summaries  might 
reveal' attitudes  of  the  FBI,  but  that  they  were  not 
evidence  that  the  requests  for  surveillance  (as  dis- 
tinguished from  the  product)  were  based  on  anything 
but  national  security. 

I   5.   The  Subcommittee  noted  that  many  of  the  taps 
continued  to  the  date  of  February  10,  1971.   Mr.  Ruckels- 
haus  stated  that  this  date  was  significant  only  because 
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29. 1     JOHN  SPARKMAN  AND  CLIFFORD  CASE  REPORT  TO  SENATE  FOREIGN  RELATIONS 
COMMITTEE,    1,    19-20 

-20- 
it  had  been  the  practice  of  Mr.  Hoover  to  discon- 
tinue wire  taps  just  prior  to  his  Congressional 
appearances  so  that  he  could  report  minimum  taps 
in  effect  if  he  were  questioned.   /The  first  appear- 

« 

ance  of  Mr.  Hoover  after  February  10,  1971  was  on 
March  17,  1971  before  a  House  Subcommittee  on  Appro- 
priations for  the  FBiTT 

'Dr.  Kissinger  indicated  that  he  did  not  receive 
information  on  taps  after  May,  1970  when  domestic 
surveillance  had  been  separated  from  the  NSC.   Thus, 
he  did  not  know  why  Mr.   -L  *s  surveillance  had  con- 
tinued after  Mr.   t_   had  left  the  NSC. 

6.   Mr.  Ruckelshaus  was  asked  whether  he  had  told 
the  Chairman  in  a  meeting  in  July  1973  that  no  Members 
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29.2     HENRY  KISSINGER  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  17,    197 Z,    SFRC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION, 
269  _^ 


289 

SPECIAL    PROGRAM    OF   WIP.ETAPS 


In  order  to  find  the  source  of  the  leaks  that  have  become  of  concern 
to  t}ie  admmistration  in  the  spring  of  1969,  a  special  program  of 
wiretaps  was  instituted  in  mid-1969  and  terminated  in  February  1971. 
Tlie  information  thus  obtaiaed  was  made  available  to  senior  officials 
responsible  for  national  security  matters  in  order  to  curtail  further 
leaks. 

Mr.  Ruckelshaus,  as  he  said  earlier,  in  a  press  conference  on  Muy  14, 
1973,  elaborated  further  on  this  background.  In  all,  17  individuals 
were  tapped  as  part  of  this  special  program.  In  each  case  a  request 
for  authorizatiou  was  submitted  to  Attorney  General  Mitchell  by 
the  Director  of  the  FBI,  J.  Edgar  Hoover.  All  the  requests  for  author- 
ization were  signed  by  J.  Edgar  Hoover  and  approved  by  John  X. 
Mitchell.  .   .     ^  . 

The  individuals  tapped  fell  into  three  categories. 

1 .  Governmental  employees  who  had  access  to  sensitive  information; 

2.  Newsmen  who  had  printed  leaked  information; 

3.  Governmental  employees  who  were  discovered  from  the  taps 
themselves  as  possibly  involved  in  the  leaks. 

Thirteen  of  the  taps  were  governmental  employees  and  four  were 
newsmen.  The  first  taps  were  installed  in  May  1969  and  the  last 
were  taken  off  in  February  1971.  They  ranged  in  length  from  1  to 
21  months. 

The  FBI  report  to  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  reflects  the  concern  over  the 
leaks  of  sensitive  information  transmitted  to  the  Attorney  General 
and  the  Director  of  the  FBI  in  early  May  1969  by  the  President  and 
Dr.  Eossiager.  The  FBI  records  on  which  this  report  was  based  do 
not,  however,  reflect  all  the  deliberations  that  led  to  any  given  wiretap 
or  the  relevance  to  the  leaked  information  of  all  the  taps  placed. 
Some  names  to  be  tapped  were  generated  by  consultation  between 
the  NSC  staff  and  William  Sullivan,  the  FBI  Assistant  Director  for 
Domestic  Intelligence.  When  the  NSC  supplied  a  name  the  request 
for  authorization  to  the  Attorney  General  recited  that  fact  with 
little  elaboration  by  the  FBI.  This  reflected  the  FBI's  traditional 
role  as  the  sole  agency  in  the  Federal  Government  that  conducted 
national  security  wiretaps. 


DR.    KISSINGER  S   ROLE 


As  best  can  be  determined  from  the  FBI  records,  Dr.  Kissinger's 
role  included  expressing  concern  over  leaks  of  sensitive  material  and 
when  this  concern  was  coupled  with  that  of  the  President  and  tran.<i- 
mitted  to  the  Director  of  the  FBI,  it  led  to  efforts  to  stem  the  leaks, 
which  efforts  included  some  wiretaps  of  Government  employees  and 
newsmen.  His  role  further  involved  the  supplying  to  the  FBI  of 
names  of  individuals  in  the  Government  who  had  access  to  sensitive 
information  and  occasional  review  of  information  generated  by  the 
program  to  determine  its  usefulness.  Any  further  elaboration  of  hia 
role  would  have  to  come  from  Dr.  Kissinger  himself. 

This  is  all  that  can  be  found  in  the  report.  The  rest  of  the  report 
deals  with  the  sunmiaryof  information  obtained  about  these  indi- 
viduals from  the  taps  themselves. 

I  should  elaborate  a  little,  I  think,  because  Mr.  Ruckelshaus  and  I 
have  talked  to  Dr.  Kissinger  in  order  to  supplement  our  own  under- 
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29.3     W.    C.    SULLIVAN  MEMORANDUM^    FEBRUARY  10,    1971 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Conmiittee  staff 

TO:       MR.  TOLSON  DATE:   2/10/71 

FROM:     W.  C.  SULLIVAN 

SUBJECT:   SPECIAL  COVERAGE  AT  THE 

REQUEST  OF  THE  WHITE  HOUSE 


Pursuant  to  your  request,  the  names  of  the  men  in  question 
and  the  date  that  the  coverage  was  put  on  is  set  forth  below: 


SUBJECTS:  DATE  COVERAGE  INSTALLED: 


May  29,  1969 


L,  works  for  Senator  May  13,  1970 

G,  works  at  Pentagon  May  4,  1970 

K,  works  at  National  Security  Council  May  13,  1970 

B,  works  at  National  Security  Council  October  19,  1970 

N,  works  at  May  12,  1969 

H,  at  State  Department  May  A,  1970 

Q May  A,  1970 

A,  at  State  Department  May  A,  1970 

The  Attorney  General's  approval  in  writing  has  been  secured 
for  each  one. 

Colonel  Alexander  M.  Haig  of  Dr.  Kissinger's  office  has  in  the 
past  indicated  that  they  intend  to  take  some  of  these  off.   No  definite  word 
as  yet  has  been  received  related  thereto. 

WCS:chs 
(ORIGINAL  ONLY) 

Recommend  contact  Haig  to  inquire  if  any  may  be  taken  off.  ^^ 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


NOTE-     AT  TEE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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29.3     W.    C.   SULLIVAN  MEMORANDUM,   FEBRUARY  10,    2971 
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DO  NOT  FILE 
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LMir.i)  si.\ii;s  c;()\...<..\N!i;m 

A4emorandum~-y'Y  " 

TO  Ma    TOLSON 

F!<oM     :      W.   C.   SULLIVAN 

SUBJECT:    "SPECIAL  COVEPj\GE  AT  THE 

REQUEST  OF  TrIE  WHITE  HOUSE 

Pursuant  to  your  request,   tb.e  names  of  tha  men  in  question 
and  the  date  that  the  coverage  v.as  put  oa  is  set  forth  below: 

SUBJECTS;  DATE  COVEr'AGE  INSTALLED: 

P  . May  29,   1S69 

^  works  for  Senator  May  13,   1970 


Gr  v/oiks  at  May  4,   1970 

Pentagon 

/<  works  at  National  Security  Council  May  13,   1970 

B  works  at  National  Security  October  19,   1S70 

Council 


N  works  at 


May  12,    1969 


//  May  4,  1970 

State  Department 

^  . ,    May  4,   1970 


^  at  May  4,   1970 

State  Denartment 


r-  or 


.._i25f 


vj 


The  Attorney  Gciicral's  approval  in  writing  has  ol-oii  secured 
for  each  one, 

ju;;  12  '-^ 

Colonel  Alexander  M.   Haig  of  Dr.   Kissiuoer's  office  has  inlhe" 
.  I  past  indicated  that  they  intend  to  to.ke  some  of  these  off.     No  definite  word 

WCS:clis  -/      :  .'        "  ■     :-X^-- !'i..v  .  L;  -  i;.  i:,.-^ 

^(OI-;rGTNAL  ON;,Y)  .•'■•■    "V"       C       -     -    -;    '    ^-^        !.••'; 
II I  •.!  ;1  9  1";  1 .  ■■■^  -  -         '  •  ■  '  -•"    '     -  •       ••' 


•V-    .)    '     -A 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OP  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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29. 3     W.  C.    SULLIVAN  MEMORANDUM,    FEBRUARY  20,    1971 


MEMORANDUM  TO  MR.    TOLSON 
HE:    SPECTAL  COVERAGE  AT  THE 

REQUEST  OF  THE  V/IITTE  HOUSE 


RECOMMENDATION: 


For  your  information.        .      , 


-    2 
(574) 


0 


V. 


30.       In  June  1971  Dwight  Chapin,  the  President's  Appointments 

Secretary,  and  Gordon  Strachan,  an  aide  to  H.  R.  Haldeman,  recruited 

Donald  Segretti  to  disrupt  the  campaigns  of  candidates  for  the 

Democratic  presidential  nomination-   Shortly  thereafter,  Haldemaa  met 

with  Herbert  Kalmbach  and  authorized  Kalrabach  to  pay  out  of  political 

funds  Segretti 's  salary  and  expenses,  which  totaled  $45,000  during 

the  next  year. 

.      ^  Page 

30.1  Donald  Segretti  testimony,  10  SSC  3980 375 

30.2  Gordon  Strachan  testimony,  6  SSC  2502  , 577 

30.3  H.  R.  Haldeman  testimony,  7  SSC  2877 .^  573  ' 
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30. 1     DONALD  SEGRETTI  TESTIMONY,    OCTOBER  Z,    197Z,    10  SSC  3980 

TESTIMONY  OF  DONALD  H.  SEGRETTI,  ACCOMPANIED  BY  VICTOR 

SHERMAN,  COUNSEL 

Mr.  Segukxti.  I  du.  I  do  liavc  an  o[)('i\iii^st;itciiicnt. 

Mr.  Dash.  A^'ould  you  proceed  to  road  it  i 

Mr.  Segretti.  Iu  lOfiO  1  graduated  from  the  I'liiversity  of  Soutliern 
California.  I  inajorcd  in  itusincss  administration.  I  then  attended  tl>c 
University  of  California  at  Bei'keley  and  graduated  from  its  law- 
school  in  1!)GG.  My  first  job  was  as  an  emi)loyee  of  the  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Cunencv  in  A^'ashingt(Jn,  I).C. 

After  a  few  months,  I  was  inducted  into  the  U.S.  Army.  That  was 
in  May  11167.  Once  in  the  Army.  I  aiiplied  for  a  commission  in  the 
Judge  -Vdvocate  General  Corps  and  was  accepted.  I  was  jeleased  from 
Army  active  duty  in  September  of  li'Tl.  after  serving  4  years  and  -1 
months,  a  year  of  which  was  in  \'ietnani. 

After  my  graduation  from  L'SC,  I  maintained  infrequent  social 
contact  with  two  college  friends.  Dwight  Chapin  and  Cordon 
Strachan;  so.  it  did  not  seem  nnusual  when  I  was  contacted  in  early 
1971  by  these  two  friends  about  the  possibility  of  doing  some  work  for 
them  after  my  release  from  active  duty.  I  indicated  interest  although  I 
had  no  concept  of  w  hat  they  had  in  mind. 

In  the  summer  of  1071  I  flew  to  AVashingtoii.  D.C.  and  met  with  Mr. 
Chapin  and  Mr.  Strachan.  It  was  explained  to  me  that  I  would  be 
employed  to  perform  certain  political  f mictions  for  the  reelection  of 
President  Xixon.  At  that  time  I  was  awaie  that  both  men  were  em- 
ployed at  the  "Wliite  House.  I  considered  the  political  functions  we 
discu.ssed  to  be  similar  to  college  jiranks  which  had  occurred  at  USC. 
The  impression  was  given  to  me  that  these  so-called  praidcs  were  per- 
formed by  both  parties  in  Presidential  cami)aigns  and  that  there  was 
nothing  improper  or  illegal  in  such  traditional  activities. 

Subsecniently,  I  was  told  to  contact  Mr.  Herbert  Kabnbach  in  New- 
port Beach.  Calif.,  for  the  ])ur[)o.se  of  finalizing  my  employment.  I  met 
with  Mr.  Kalmbach  in  August  1971,  and  was  ottered  a  salai-y  of  i?lG.OOO 
per  annum  plus  expenses  for  my  activities,  ^fr.  Kalmbach  and  T  did 
not  discuss  the  specifics  of  my  employment,  and  I  myself  had  no  con- 
crete ideas  as  to  what  woi-k  T  was  to  j)erfoiin.  It  was  not  even  clear  to 
me  whether  or  not  I  would  be  working  foi-  Mr.  Kalmbach,  ^Iv.  Chapin. 
or  others.  However.  I  was  happy  to  accept  employment  from  people 
who  held  prominent  positions  in  and  out  of  the  Goveiiunent. 
~  After  meeting  with  !Mr.  Kalmbach.  I  met  with  Mr.  Chapin.  not  far 
from  the  Westein  White  House  in  San  Clemente.  Calif.  During  this 
meeting.  Mi-.  Chapin  gave  me  a  list  of  cities  in  which  I  was  to  acquire 
acquaintances  to  assist  me  in  my  future  endea\-ors.  ^[r.  Chapin  stressed 
the  secrecy  of  my  (bitics  and  stated  that  he  woidd  l)e  my  contact  at  the 
AVhite  House.  He  further  explained  that  my  duties  would  consist  of 
\-arious  activities  tending  to  foster  a  sjilit  lietween  the  xarious  Demo- 
cratic hopefuls  and  to  prevent  the  Democratic  Party  from  uniting  be- 
hind one  candidate.  I  was  told  that  this  was  a  conunon  cauqiaign 
strateirv.  Even  though  T  had  at  one  time  been  n  regi'^tercd  Democrat 
an. I  was  ajiolitical  during  m\-  .\rm\-  tenure.  I  was  iu  agreement  with 
Pi'csiilent  Xixons  aimounced  policies  of  emling  the  A'ietuam  war  and 
the  (Ir.-ift.  Tiius,  it  was  on  [)rinciple  that  1  la \  (-ii-cd  his  n-election.  It 
■\\-as  fl'.is  combin:iti<>n  of  Factor-^,  my  \:irk  of  any  coui-rete  career  jilans. 
mv   fi-icndship  and   resjiect   for  the  indi\iihials  in\i>hed.  my  beli 


m 
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L: 


Mr.  Stkachan.  Well,  Dwight  Chapin  and  I  began  in  June  or  July 
of  1971  discussing  the  probable  need  in  the  campaign  for  a  Dick  Tuck 
type  capability.  At  some  point,  one  or  the  other  of  us  mentioned  the 
possibility  of  Don  Segretti  as  a  person  we  had  known  together  in 
college. 

Senator  T.xlmadge.  "VVbat  do  you  mean,  a  Dick  Tuck  type  of 
capability? 

Mr.  StRtVCHan.  A  prankster,  a  political  jokester. 

Senator  Talhadge.  All  right,  proceed,  please. 

ilr.  Str.\chax.  The  subject  was  discussed  and  in  late  August  of  1971, 
in  a  meetiog  between  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Kalmbach,  and  myself,  ilr. 
Haldeman  authorized  Mr.  Kalmbach  to  pay  the  salary  and  expenses 
of  ]Mr.  Segretti. 

Senator  TALiijU)GE.  For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  Strachax.  To  engage  in  Dick  Tuck  type  activities. 

Senator  Tal3IADge.  What,  for  instance  ?  Name  some  of  them. 

Mr.  Str.\chan.  Excuse  me,  Senator? 

Senator  T.iL>rADGE.  What,  for  instance?  Name  some  of  them,  the 
instances  you  are  referring  to. 

Mr.  Strachan.  Well,  to  go  to,  for  example,  a  Muskie  rally  and  have 
a  sign  that  would  say,  "This  is  Humphrey  territory." 

Senator  Talmadge.  Nothing  any  worse  than  that  ?  [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Strachan.  Well,  we  discussed  a  series  of  activities,  none  of  them 
illegal.  Mr.  Tuck  had  quite  a  reputation  for  being  an  ingenious  in- 
dividual and  we  thought  that  Mr.  Segretti  "would  likewise  be  ingenious. 

Senator  Talmadge. ~. Well,  to  attend  a  rally  of  that  type  and  claim 
it  was  somebody  else's  territory  with  one  sign  would  be  a  waste  of 
money,  would  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  That  is  why  expenses  were  authorized  to  Mr.  Se- 
gretti, so  that  there  would  be  more  than  one  person  with  a  sign. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Now,  you  were  interviewed  by  the  FBI  in 
August  1972  ? 

Mr.  Str-achan.  Yes, sir;  I  was. 

Senator  Talmadge.  What  was  the  scope  of  that  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  Entirely  the  Segretti  matter. 

Senator  Talmadge.  They  didn't  ask  you  anything  about  AVatergate 
at  all  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Didn't  ask  you  anything  about  Mr.  Haldeman's 
involvement  or  lack  of  involvement  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Were  you  surprised  that  those  matters  were  not 
brought  up  in  the  interrogation  ? 

Mr.  Strachan.  I  was  surprised  that  the  FBI  did  not  ask  me  more 
probing  questions,  even  about  Segretti. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Now,  you  tesrtified  that  you  presumed  ilr.  Deaji 
would  be  handling  the  Watergate  matter.  Were  you  aware  of  any 
investigation  that  had  been  carried  on  by  Mr.  Dean  into  the  Water- 
gate affairin  the  summer  or  fall  of  last  year? 

Mr.  Strvchan.  Well,  I  knew  that  I'had  talked  with  Mr.  T>ean  and 
explained  to  him  what  I  knew  about  the  Segretti  matter.  I  knew  that 
Mr.  Chapin  had  similarly  talked  with  Mr.  Dean.  I  did  not  know 
wlicther  his  investigation  went  fui-ther  than  that  or  not.  I  had  dis- 
cussed those  matters  with  him  in  the  summer  of  1972. 
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There  is  no  auestion  that  the  1972  campaign  was  not  a  classic  in 
.Iccorum— for  pitlier  side.  In  anv  event,  liaviiiir  a<rrcecl  to  the  suggestion 
of  a  "Dick  Tuck  for  our  side."  I  was  told  by  Dwight  Chapin  and 
Gordon  Strachan  that  thev  had  a  former  college  friend  they  felt  would 
be  a  good  man  for  this  project.  They  may  have  told  me  that  his  name 
was  i5on  Segretti,  but  it  would  have  meant  nothing  to  me.  I  have  never 
met  or  had  anv  personal  communication  with  Mr.  Segretti. 

I  agreed  that  if  this  man  wanted  to  take  on  this  activity,  Herbert 
Kalmbach  should  arrange  for  his  compensation  and  expenses  from 
the  1968  campaign  fund  surplus. 

It  was  mv  clear  understanding  that  Segretti  would  act  independently 
and  on  hisown  initiative  within  the  broad  guidelines  outlined  above. 
It  was  also  my  clear  understanding  that  he  was  to  engage  in  no  illegal 
acts.  Mr.  Strachan  has  told  me  that  he  was  so  advised  and  that  he 
understood  that.  I  had  no  specific  knowledge  of  Segretti's  activities 
or  the  details  of  how  or  with  whom  he  worked.  I  do  not  believe  that 
there  was  anything  wrong  with  the  Segretti  activity  as  it  was  conceived. 
I  have  only' limited  knowledge,  and  that  acquired  only  lately,  as  to 
how  it  was  actually  carried  out. 

If,  as  alleged,  he  or  those  under  his  direction  were  responsible  for 
the  letter  which  falsely  defamed  Senators  Muskie  and  Humphrey, 
then,  on  behalf  of  everyone  associated  with  the  Nixon  campaign,  I 

L would  like  to  and  do  apologize  to  both  of  those  men.  That  act  was 
clearly  outside  the  bounds  within  which  he  was  to  work. 

"^  THE   CAMP.AJGN 

The  President  and  all  of  us  at  the  White  House  were  determined 
that  the  campaign  organization  and  operation  should  be  set  up  outside 
of  and  independent  of  the  White  House  and  this  was  the  reason  for 
the  development  of  the  Committee  To  Re-Elect  the  President.  The 
committee  operated  autonomously  under  the  direction  of  John  Mitchell 
and  later  Clark  MacGregor  but,  of  course,  with  close  liaison  and  com- 
m^inication  with  the  AVhite  House  at  many  levels.  -    _ 

The  President  looked  to  me  as  his  basic  contact  with  the  campaign 
organization,  and  I  maintained  communication  with  John  Mitchell 
in  this  regard  until  Julv  1972.  and  then  with  Clark  MacGregor. 

I  did  not  function  as" the  White  House  liaison  with  the  Committee 
To  Re-Elect  the  President.  This  function  was  handled  by  various 
people  at  various  levels  with  regard  to  specific  areas  of  projects.  For 
example,  John  Dean  on  legal  matters,  John  Ehrlichman  and  his  staff 
on  substantive  domestic  policy.  Chuck  Colson  on  group  support,  et 
cetera.  I  had  no  official  relationship  with  or  position  on  the  Committee 
To  Re-Elect  the  President  or  the  finance  committee. 

Gordon  Strachan  on  my  staff  handled  the  day-to-day  liaison  with 
the  committee  for  me  and  virtually  all  mv  contact  with  the  committee, 
except  for  tliat  with  INIitchell  or  'MacGregor,  was  through  Strachan. 
He  received  copies  of  committee  materials  and  memorandums,  sat  in 
on  many  of  their  meetings  and  stayed  in  touch  with  key  people.  I  met 
with  Strachan  onl  v  about  once  every  week  or  two  during  the  campaign. 
Strachan  periodically  sent  me  genoi-al  information  on  campaign 
planning,  organizationand  activities.  He  sent  me  from  time  to  time, 
the  overall  budget  and  various  campaign  materials.  This  was  primarily 
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A 


I    did. 


r 

I       A 


Q  Did   you   Iiave    a   meeting   with  Mr.    Sejirctti? 

A  I    did. 

Q    Would  you  tell  us  v/here  that  meeting  occurred? 

A    It  occurred  in  my  office  in  Nev/port  Beach,  California 

Who  was  present? 

Just  Captain  Segretti  and  myself. 

Did  you  have  a  discussion  with  Mr.  Segretti  at  that 


Q 

A 

Q 


time? 

A    Yes,  sir. 

Q    After  your  meeting  v;ith  Mr.  Segretti,  did  you  have 
a  conversation  with  Mr.  Chapin? 

A    Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q    Would  you  relate  that  conversation  for  us? 

A    I  think  either  that  same  day  that  I  net  with 
Captain  Segretti  or  a  day  or  two  later,  I  called  Mr.  Chapin  and 
told  him  of  my  meeting  with  Captain  Segretti;  told  him  that  we 
had  talked;  and  I  told  him  that  the  young  attorneys  coning  out 
of  law  school  and  going  to  medium- to-large-sized  firms  in 
Southern  California  at  that  time  ivere  being  paid  $15,000  a  year 
jj  At  that  rate,  that  I  felt  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  had 
been  in  the  Service,  was  in  fact  doing  work  in  the  Judge 
Advocate  General's  office,  that  perhaps  taking  that  into  con- 
sideration, perliaps  $]6,noO  a  year  annual  rate  would  be  fair. 
And  I  told  hin  that  Captain  Segretti  agreed  that  it  would  in 
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fact  be  fair,  v.'ithout  any  question  a)iout  it. 

Also,  as  I  remember  it,  he  requested  an  advance  for 
expenses  of  $5,000. 

Q    V/ho  had  requested  an  advance? 

A    My  lecollection  is  that  Captain  Segretti  requested 
the  advance. 

Q    Did  you  report  that  to  Mr.  Chapin? 

A    Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Q    Now, did  there  come  a  time  when  you  began  to  pay 
Mr.  Segretti  in  accordance  with  that  agreement  which  you  have 
just  described? 

A    Yes,  sir. 

Q     I  will  show  you  v;hat  is  already  in  evidence  as 
Exhibit  4,  which  purports  to  be  a  letter  to  Donald  Segretti. 
Is  that  your  signature  on  Exhibit  4? 

'A    It  is. 

Q    Does  that  represent  your  first  payments  to  Mr.  Segretti? 

A     It  does. 

Q    Mr.  Kalmbach,  v;hat  was  the  source  of  these  funds  that 
you  provided  to  Mr.  Segretti? 

A    They  were  political  funds  that  were  suplus  funds  from 
the  1968  Presidential  Campaign,  v/hich  1  was  holding  as  trustee. 

Q    All  right.   Now,  over  what  period  of  tine  did  you  pay 
!  Mr.  Segretti? 

A     Prom  late  in  Septcmher  of  1971  until  on  or  about 
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February  1  of  1972. 

Q    How  much  money,  all  told,  did  you  pay  Mr.  Segretti? 
^  I  think  approximately  SIS, 000. 


Q  Now.  Mr.  Kalmbach,  directing  your  attention  to 
February  of  this  year.  1974,  did  you  plead  guilt^f  to  two 
criminal  offenses? 

A    I  did. 

Q    Was  that  here  in  the  District  of  Columbia  Federal 
Court? 

A  Yes,  sir,  it  was. 

Q  Were  these  charges  related  to  or  concerning  your 

handling,  your  solicitation  of  political  campaign  contribution; 

A  Yes. 

THE  COURT:  As  to  that,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  give 
you  the  sane  instruction  as  I  gave  with  respect  to  the  earlier 
witness. 

BY  MR.  RUANE: 

jj       Q    Mr.  Kalmbach.  after  your  initial  meeting  with 
II  Mr.  Segretti  at  your  office  in  California,  on  how  many  subse- 
ll  quent  occasions,  approximately,  did  you   neet  with  him,  as  you 

i  recall? 

I 

i|       A     I  think  I  met  with  him  once  or  twice,  in  addition  to 

li 

II  that  first  meeting. 


Q    Were  those  occasions  on  v:hAch   you  had  made  payments 


to  hip? 
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\  "        ! 

ii  .  1 

ii  : 

A    AS  to  his  specific  assignments? 

I 

Q    Yes.  i 

A    No.  Again,  I  was  advised  that  he  was  going  to  be     i  " 
doing  investigative  work  but  there  was  no  elaboration  on  that  ■■ 

I  as  to  what  his  assignemtns  would  be  or  what  the  nature  of  the 
j 

i assignments  would  be  at  all . 

;i     Q    Did  there  ever  come  a  time  that  you  did  learn  what  his 

'■'  •> 

::  assignments  were? 

II  A    Never  at  any  time. 

I  •  Q    IS  that  the  only  discussion  you  had  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman 

jl  regarding  Mr.  Ulasewicz*  activities? 

i      A    I  think  that  I  had  subsequent  discussions  of  a  very 
perfunctory  nature  wherein  I  indicated  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that 

II  I  had  met  with  Mr.  Ulasewicz  and  that  I  set  up  a  checking  account 
:!  and  ^s  paying  him  at  the  rate  that  he  had  directed  me  to  pay. 
{other  than  that,  I  don't  recall  any  specific  conversation. 

Q    Was  he  on  the  payroll  of  your  law  firm?  ; 

A    He  was  not  at  any  time .  > 

Q    Vfhat  conversation  did  you  have  regarding  the  hiring  of _ 

I 

Mr.  Segretti?  |. 

i      A    That  occurred  in  either  late  August  or  early  Septemberj 
I  of  1971.   AS  I  can  best  recreate  that,  those  ev.nts,  my  recollec^ 
^  tion  is  that  Dwight  Chapin  called  me  from  Washington  to  my  office 
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in  Newport  Beach,  California,  and  indicated  to  me  that  he  would 
appreciate  it  if  when  I  was  next  in  Washington  I  would  stop  by  . 
his  office  in  the  White  House  and  see  him  because  he  had  some- 
thing that  he  wanted  to  talk  to  me  about.  Within  a  week  or  so 
following  that  conversation,  I  was  back  in  Washington  and  I  did 
meet  with  Mr.  Chapin  in  his  office  in  the  White  Rouse  and  at 
that  time  he  told  me  that  a  friend  of  his,  a  Captain  Donald 
Segretti,  who  was  at  that  time  still  in  the  Army  but  in  the 
process  of  going  into  inactive  status,  and  that  it  was  the 
desire  of  others  in  the  White  House  —  and  I  don't  recall  who 
it  was  that  he  indicated  was  desiring  —  that  Mr.  Segretti  be 

I  brought  under  compensation  to  be  received  from  my  trust  fund , 
but  in  any  event  Mr .  Segretti  was  to  be  compensated  for  politi- 
cal work  to  be  done  from  and  after  the  time  that  I  would  meet 
him  for  several  months.   He  did  not  elaborate  at  all  on  the 
nature  of  the  work  that  Mr.  Segretti  would  be  doing.   He  indi- 
cated that  he  had  known  him  while  he  was  in  college  at  the 
University  of  Southern  California.   I  think  he  also  indicated 
that  Gordon  Strachan  had  known  Mr.  Segretti  during  that  period. 

Following  that  conversation  and  at  that  time,  I  told  Mr. 
Chapin,  whom  I  had  known  and  who  I  knew  was  the  deputy  to  Bob 
Haldeman  and  who  I  was  certain  was  speaking  for  Bob  Haldeman, 

'j  that  I  was  returning  to  California  and  that  I  would  be  glad  to 
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I 


I 


receive  a  call  from  Captain  Segretti  and  at  that  time  I  would 

t|  meet  with  him  and  attempt  to  work  out  a  compensation  arrangement 

'i 

il  that  I  thought  was  fair  and  that  he  would  think  would  be  fair 

ii  I 

jl  so  it  was  mutually  satisfactory.   This  was  in  line  with  what    j 

■'  Mr .  Chapin  had  requested  of  me .  , 

jl      I  got  back  to  California  and  within  a  matter  of<1week^  or  so 

j  Captain  Segretti  called  me.   I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  he  called 

lime  from  Northern  California,  but  I  am  not  certain.   I  told  him 

ii 

i  that  I  would  be  glad  to  see  him  and  within  a  day  or  so  he  was 

in  my  office.   He  caune  into  my  office  in  Newport  Beach.  We  had 

a  10,  15  or  20-minute  conversation.   The  gist  of  that  conversa- 

tion  was  that  I  told  him  that  oewa  young  attorneys  were  being 

brought  into  tho  firmSin  Southern  California  at  that  time  at 

about  a  $15,000  a  year  level,  that  I  understood  he  was  a  member 

ij  of  the  bar  and  that  he  had  been  in  the  Army  for  a  couple  of  years 

j  and  that  he  served  in  Vietnam  and  I  think  that  he  was  at  that 

time  in  the  Judge  Advocate  General's  office,  that  I  felt  taking 

that  all  into  account  maybe  $16,000  a  year  would  be  a  fair  compen- 

i 
sation  arrangement  for  whatever  duties  he  was  going  to  undertake. 

He  agreed  with  that  and  I  told  him,  "I  am  authorized  by  Mr.     I 

i 

Chapin  to  say  that  we  reached  agreement  and  I  will  begin  paying  ' 
you  for  whatever  activities  you  will  be  doing  for  the  White 
House  on  or  about  October  1."   I  said,  "You  are  not"  —  my.     i 

a-y^j^^  <^^^^<r^  Aj<z^-C^  j^i,^z>  y  j 
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■J 

.;  recollection  is  that  he  asked  me,  "Should  I  report  to  you  on  my 
;|  activities  and/or  report  to  you  on  my  expenses?"   I  said  no  on   ' 

'both  counts  for  the  reason  that  I  was  traveling  a  lot,  I  didn't 

ii 

iwant  to  be  involved  in  any  administration,  I  didn't  know  the 
, type  of  work  he  would  be  doing  and  as  far  as  I  was  concerned  I 
I  was  to  be  a  disbursal  officer  in  disbursing  funds  from  this 

;i 

trust  account  and  that  he  was  to  report  to  whomever  on  whatever 
j!  activities  he  would  be  involved  in  and  account  to  whomever  for 
'his  expenses,  and  that  was  clearly  understood  between  the  two 
of  us. 

Mr.  Segretti  left  the  office  and  my  recollection  is  that 
I  called  Mr.  Chapin  and  advised  him  of  this  conversation,  the 
gist  of  which  I  have  just  recounted,  and  then  on  or  about  Septem- 
ber 28th  we  began  paying  Mr.  Segretti  by  check.   The  mechanics 
of  that  were  that  following  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Segretti, 
I  directed  my  secretary,  Mrs.  Harvey,  to  set  up  a  special  check- 
ing account  in  the  bank  branch  in  the  building  where  we  have  our 
Newport  Beach  office  and  that  we  begin  paying  him  as  of  the  end  , 
of  the  month.   The  records  indicate  that  we  sent  him  an  advance  i 
on  expenses  of  $5,000  and  we  began  paying  him  at  the  compensation 
rate  of  $16,000  on  or  about  September  28th. 

Q    Did  you  take  withholding  tax  out  of  that  money? 

A    No,  we  did  not.   I  did  not  regard  him  as  an  employee. 
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Ehrlichman? 

A  No. 

Q  You  never  mentioned  it  to  the  President? 

A  Never. 

Q  Mr.  Haldeman  —  did  you  ever  mention  it  to  him? 

A  No. 

Q  To  your  knowledge  did  Mr.  Strachan  mention  it  to 


anyone? 

A    I  do  not  know  specifically  tfcat  he  mentioned  it  to 
anyone . 

Q    Well,  when  you  say  specifically,  did  you  knov/,  say 
indirectly  or  any  other  way,  or  did  he  tell  you  that  he  had 
mentioned  it  to  someone? 

A    He  had  told  me  that  it  had  been  discussed. 

Q    V7ith  whom? 

A^    With  Mr.  Haldeman. 

Q    Is  that  before  or  after  you  had  your  conversation 
with  Mr.  Kalmbach? 

A    That  would  be  before  I  had  m.y  conversation  with 
Mr.  Kalmbach. 

Q    Did  Mr.  Strachan  indicate  to  you  whether  Mr. 
Haldeman  approved  or  disapproved  of  the  project? 

A    State  that  again. 

Q    Well,  did  Mr.  Strachan  indicate  to  you  whether, 
prior  t^  -  -"ur  conversation  with  Mr.  Kalmbach  —  did  he  indi- 
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cate  to  you  whether  or  not  he  approved  or  disapproved  of 
this  project. 

A    Yes. 

Q    Which  way  did  he  go? 

A    He  said  that  the  project  had  been  approved. 


Q    Now  after  you  had  your  conversation  with  Mr.  Kaliabach 
relative  to  the  financing  of  this  operation,  what  contact 
did  you  maintain  or  have  with  Mr.  Segretti? 

A    I  had  contact  with  Mr.  Segretti  in  a  rather  fragment- 
ed way.   I  say   that  in  order  to  n'.ake  a  point  to  you  once 
again  about  the  fact  that  we  v/ere  doing  a  lot  of  traveling. 
We  were  involved  with  some  weighty  projects  and  very  time- 
consiiming  projects. 

Don  and  I  v/ould  talk  on  the  phone  periodically.  In 
terms  of  total  number  of  calls,  I  don't  know.  V7e  met,  I  would 
say,  anyv/here  from  three  to  four  different  times. 

Q    Where  did  these  meetings  occur? 

A    Once  that  I  have  mentioned  to  you,  we  mentioned  on 
the  outskirts  of  San  Clemente. 

The  other  times  we  met  two  or  three  times  here  in 
Washington,  and  we  met  once  in  Portland,  Oregon. 

Q    How  did  you  happen  to  r.eet  in  Portland,  Oregon? 

A     I  asked  that  he  go  to  Portland  because  Mr.  Nixon 
was  going  to  be  there,  and  we  were  under  some  very  --  the 
Secret  Service  reports  coming  in  indicated  that  there  were 
going  to  be  a  great  number  of  der.onstrators,  and  that  these 
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31.     On  June  13,  1971  The  New  York  Times  published  the  first 
installment  of  excerpts  from  the  History  of  U.S.  Decision-Making 
Process  on  Viet  Nam  Policy,  popularly  known  as  the  "Pentagon  Papers." 
The  Pentagon  Papers,  prepared  in  1967  and  1968  at  the  direction  of 
the  Secretary  of  Defense,  were  based  largely  upon  CIA  and  State  and 
Defense  Department  documents  classified  "top  secret."   On  June  15,  1971, 
at  the  direction  of  the  President,  the  government  instituted  legal 
actions  in  an  unsuccessful  attempt  to  prohibit^  further  publication  of 
Pentagon  Papers  material  by  The  New  York  Times  and  by  The  Washington 
Post  which  also  had  gained  access  to  it.   On  that  day,  at  the  request 
of  Attorney  General  Mitchell,  the  FBI  began  an  investigation  to 
determine  how  the  newspapers  had  obtained  copies  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers. 
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KiiM/.ii;,  who  is  lun^-  ;im  .i^'-nr  i.ilc  JikIi;c  of  tlic  U.S.  Ci'iiiit 
of  Cl.iitri-i. 

Mr.  S:unp-nii  li.is  been  Aclinc;  .\(lmiiiisir.\lcir  r.f  Cii  n- 
cial  Si:r\i<c.s  sinre  June  2,  1972.  tfc  jniiitd  llu:  Cktui.i1 
Scrvii-cs  Adiiiiiiisiia:i(in  in  1009  .t-s  Coiiimi-isioni-r  of  tHc 
Fcdcr.il  Supply  Sci-\icc.  I'nmi  1970  to  1972  he  uas  Coiti- 
riUNsioncr  of  the  Public  nuiklinc;-!  Service  In  GSA  and  the 
first  Deputy  AdminiNtrator  of  GS.\  for  Special  Projcrts. 

He  came  to  the  Genernl  Srr\  ices  .VdTiiinistration  after 
C  vcars  in  Pcnn>;vKan!a  State  c:o\cniTiirnt,  whcTC  he  wa.'; 
secretary'  of  admiiii-slration  aTicI  liud^rt  secretary  under 
Gov.  Ravinond  P.  Shafcr,  and  deputy  secrctars-  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  prnpeity  and  .supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  W.  Srranton.  Prior  to  cTiterinq  government 
service,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  born  on  October  fi.  I92fi,  in  Warren, 
R  I.  He  received  his  B.S.  decree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  19.')1  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

.\cti\ c  in  several  profcssinnal  organizations,  Mr.  SaTiip- 
son  was  presented  the  Svneigy  III  .Vward  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  adv.mcemcnt  of  architecture  !>y 
the  Society  of  .\nicricaii  Registered  .\rchitects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  .as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  .American  Institute  of  .Architects. 

He  and  his  w  ifc,  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Washington,  D.C'. 

note:  For  the  Prc-ii'dfnt's  st.Tirmrnt  upon  nim'nincint;  his  inlcntinn 
to  nomin.itc  Mr.  Samp-i.n,  sen  thr  pn-irrhnc  iirin. 
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The  Watergate  Investigation 

Slalcmcnis  by  the  President.      May  22,  1973 

Recent  nevvs  accoimts  giowuig  out  of  testimony  m  the 
Watergate  investigations  have  given  grossly  mislcKhug 
impressions  of  many  of  ilie  facts.  ;is  they  relate  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  cirtalTi  iTurclated  activities  involving  n.\- 
tional  security 

.•\Iready.  on  the  b.i^is  of  seroTid-  and  third-hand  hearsav 
testimonv  bv  per-oiis  eitlur  couv  ti  led  or  ihomselves  uTider 
investlgatioit  iti  the  i  ase,  1  have  foviTul  mvself  accu^cil  of 
iTiviilvcTiicnt  III  aitivilii-s  I  luvtr  he, ml  of  until  I  ic.ul 
about  them  Iti  new,  .icrounls. 

'niesL  impie-siniis  t  citiKI  .lUo  ic.it I  to  .i  serious  mi>ui ider- 
s|.in>ling  of  tho<(  n.ilion.il  ^ct  lu  ti  v  .u  tiv  ide^  vvhicli.  ihou'di 
toi.illv  ;■  I;  '..,'.. .!  :  '.'.'..;  I  i:Mir,  li.n  (■  lu-i  Mine  ciil.ui'.;lcd  in 
tile  1  .ive.  Tl-.ev  I  o;iM  li-.nl  lo  fm  ilii  i  c  on i promise  ol  -.eu^i- 
live  n.itlon.il  M  »  iinrv  iiiloi  ni.ili'-ii 


I  will  nol  abandon  my  responsibilities,  f  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  w.v,  elected  lo  do. 

In  the  aci  ompmyin'.;  :itatcment,  I  have  .set  forth  the 
facts  .as  I  know  thrni  as  tlicy  relate  to  my  own  role. 

W  ith  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  been 
made,  I  tan  and  do  state  categorically: 

1.  I  .had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  \\  atergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in.  nor  wa.s  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efforts  that  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  lime  did  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  offer. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CI.\  in  the  Watergate 
matter. 

6.  It  wxs  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investigation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  ofHcc  of  Mr. 
Ellsberg"s  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  .accompanv-ing  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  executive 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  .as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing pos.sible  crimin.al  conduct  or  discus.sions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  Icam  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  Watergate  affair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  h.as  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  arc  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  .as  fact- 
Important  national  .security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  Watergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

.■\s  a  result,  some  national  scctiritv  information  has 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  through 
the  .subpoenaing  of  diviiments,  and  through  testimony 
witnesses  have  given  in  judici.il  and  Cosigicssional  pro- 
ceedingx.  Cither  .sensitive  dixziimcnts  are  now  threatened 
with  disclosuic.  Coiitimied  silence  about  tiio^e  operations 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  th.em.  and  vvould 
alsei  .sei-ve  to  perpetu.itc  a  grossly  distorted  view- — ^which 
re^'ent  ji.irii.il  disrIoNiires  h.ive  given — o'  the  n.ature  and 
purpose  oi  those  tijier.itions. 
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mcmornndum  of  the  options  approved.  After  reconsider- 
ation, however,  prompted  by  the  opposition  of  Director 
Hoover,  the  agencies  uere  notified  5  days  later,  on  July  28, 
that  the  approval  had  been  rescinded.  The  options  initially 
approved  had  included  resumption  of  certain  intelligence 
operations  which  had  been  suspended  in  1966.  These  in 
turn  had  included  authorization  for  surreptitious  entry — 
breaking  and  entering,  in  cfTect— on  specified  categories 
of  targets  in  specified  situations  related  to  national 
security. 

Because  the  approval  was  withdrawn  before  it  had 
been  implemented,  the  net  result  was  that  the  plan  for 
expanded  intelligence  .'iCtivities  never  went  into  effect. 

The  documents  spelling  out  this  1970  plan  are  e.x- 
tremely  sensitive.  They  include — and  are  based  upon — 
assessments  of  certain  foreign  intelligence  capabilities  and 
procedures,  which  of  coiwse  must  remain  secret.  It  was 
this  unused  plan  and  related  documents  that  John  Dean 
removed  from  the  White  House  and  placed  in  a  safe 
deposit  bo.x,  giving  the  keys  to  Judge  Sirica.  The  same 
plan,  still  unused,  is  being  headlined  today. 

Coordination  among  our  intelligence  agencies  con- 
tinued to  fall  short  of  our  national  security  needs.  In 
July  1970,  having  earlier  discontinued  the  FBI's  liaison 
with  the  CI.\,  Director  Hoover  ended  the  FBI's  normal 
liaison  with  all  other  agencies  except  the  White  House. 
To  help  remedy  this,  an  Intelligence  Evaluation  Com- 
mittee was  created  in  December  1970.  Its  members  in- 
cluded representatives  of  the  White  House,  CI.\,  FBI, 
NS.\,  the  Departments  of  Justice,  Treasury,  and  Defense, 
and  the  Secret  Serv  ice. 

The  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee  and  its  staff 
were  instructed  to  improve  coordination  among  the  in- 
telligence community  and  to  prepare  evaluations  and  esti- 
mates of  domestic  intelligence.  I  understand  that  its 
activities  arc  now  under  investigation.  I  did  not  authorize 
nor  do  I  have  any  knowledge  of  any  illegal  activity  by 
this  Committee.  If  it  went  beyond  its  charter  and  did  en- 
gage in  any  illegal  activities,  it  was  totally  without  my 
knowledge  or  authoritv. 


The  Spf.cul  iNVEsxrc^TioNs  UxiT 

On  Sunday,  June  13,  1971,  The  Xew  York  Times  pub- 
lished the  lirst  in>tal!meni  of  what  came  to  be  known  as 
"The  Pcnt^'.gon  Papers."  Xot  until  n  few  hours  before 
publication  did  any  iv-poii-iible  Govenirrirnt  olfxial  know 
that  they  had  been  •^tokn.  .^[o^t  olTiri.iU  diti  not  know  ihov 
existed.  \o  senior  o.'Tii  i.il  of  thi-  Govcrnnirnt  liad  rr.id 
them  or  ki'.-.-w  wi;!;  ceri.iintv  wh;!t  tliev  iii;u.;::-.ccl. 

All  the  Gii\err.!7ii  "t  kn-w.  at  fir^t.  was  th.:i  the  p.incrs 
conipri>e'i  47  \,jIi'--'  -^  .■.:•.■.[  ■.nn\c  7.1)()()  p.igi-s.  whiih  h.'.d 
been  taken  !roni  tl'.r  most  •.L-nsi[i\e  files  of  ihc  i)i-partmcnis 
of  State  ariJ  IXU-v  .;r.d  il:i-  CI  \.  .  oseriii';  niili:ar\-  ,ind 
diplomatic  niovo  lu  .i  war  that  w.as  still  .!,'oing  on. 


Moreover,  a  majority  of  the  documents  published  with 
the  fir^t  three  installments  in  The  Times  had  not  been 
included  in  the  47-voliime  study — raising  serious  ques- 
tions about  what  and  how  much  else  might  have  been 
taken. 

There  was  every  reason  to  believe  this  was  a  security 
leak  of  unprecedented  proportions. 

It  created  a  situation  in  which  the  ability  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  carry  on  foreign  relations  even  in  the  best  of 
circumstances  could  have  been  severely  compromised. 
Other  governments  no  longer  knew  whether  they  could 
deal  with  the  United  States  in  confidence.  .Against  the 
background  of  the  delicate  negotiatioris  the  United  States 
was  then  involved  in  on  a  number  of  fronts— with  regard 
to  'Vietnam,  China,  the  Middle  East,  nuclear  arms  limi- 
tations, U.S.-Soviet  relations,  and  others — in  which  the 
utmost  degree  of  confidentiality  was  vital,  it  posed  a  threat 
so  grave  as  to  require  extraordinary  actions. 

Therefore  during  the  week  following  the  Pentagon 
Papers  publication,  I  approved  the  creation  of  a  Special 
Investigations  Unit  within  the  White  House — whjch  later 
came  to  be  known  as  the  "plum.bers."  This  was  a  small 
group  at  the  White  House  whose  principal  purpose  was 
to  stop  security  leaks  and  to  investigate  other  sensitive 
security  matters.  I  looked  to  John  Ehrlichman  for  the 
supervbion  of  this  group. 

Egil  Krogh,  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  assistant,  was  put  in 
charge.  David  Young  was  added  to  this  unit,  as  were 
E.  Howard  Hunt  and  G.  Gordon  Liddy. 

The  unit  operated  under  extremely  tight  security  rules. 
Its  existence  and  functions  were  known  only  to  a  very  few 
persons  at  the  White  House.  These  included  Messrs. 
Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  and  Dean. 

At  about  the  time  the  unit  w.as  created,  Daniel  Ells- 
berg  was  identified  as  the  person  who  had  given  the  Penta- 
gon Papers  to  The  New  York  Times.  I  told  Mr.  Krogh 
that  as  a  matter  of  first  priority,  the  unit  should  find  out 
all  it  could  .ibout  ^[r.  Ellsberg's  associates  and  his  motives. 
Because  of  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  situation,  and  not 
then  knowing  what  additional  national  secrets  Mr.  Ells- 
herg  might  disclose.  I  did  impress  upon  Mr.  Krogh  the 
vital  importance  to  the  national  .security  of  his  assign- 
ment. I  did  not  authorize  and  had  no  knowledge  of  any 
illcg.nl  means  to  be  used  to  .achieve  this  goal. 

However,  because  of  the  cmph.tsis  I  put  on  the  crucial 
importance  of  protecting  the  national  sccuritv.  I  can 
understand  how  hi;<lily  iiiotivated  individuals  roulvl  have 
1(  It  juslifu'd  in  engaging  in  specific  activities  tha:  I  would 
liave  disapprovi-d  had  tlu'v  been  brought  to  mv  attention. 

Consi-q;!cntIv,  .w  rn-ii'cn:.  I  'I'ust  .ind  Co  .'.v-u:::e  re- 
spn:is|I)jlii\  for  sii  h  ;uI:oiIs  (.li-.>^n;:i'  thi'  f.ic;  t'.ia:  I  ,it  no 
lime  nppnnrcl  or  li:ul  knowU'iige  cf  t'lcm. 

I  .'.No  av.sl.;nc-ii  I  he  unit  a  niiniher  of  ntiier  investig.'Mory 
ni:iuer-;,  dealiiv.;  in  p.irt  with  cnnipilip.g  an  .'.ccuraie  rec- 
ord ol  e-ifi'.is  rel.itcd  to  the  \'li'in.ini  war.  on  wliic!'  th-j 
('iincrnniont's  record's  were  inadequate   (many  previous 
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NEW  YORK  TIMES  CO.  v.  UNITED  STATES 

CERTIORARI  TO  THE  tr>n[TED  STATES  COCRT  OF  .APPEALS 
FOR  THE   SECOND   CIRCUIT 

No.  1S73.    Argued  June  26,  1971— Decided  June  -30.  1971* 

The  United  States,  which  brought  these  actions  to  enjoin  publication 
in  the  New  York  Times  and  in  the  Washington  Post  of  certain 
classified  material,  has  not  met  the  ''heavy  burden  of  showing 
justification  for  the  enforcement  of  such  a  [prior]   restraint." 

No.  1873,  444  F.  2d  544,  reversed  and  remanded;   No.  1885,  

U.  S.  App.  D.  C. ,  446  F.  2d  1327,  aSrmed.   . 

AlexandeT  M.  Bickel  argued  the  cause  for  petitioner  in 
No.  1S73.  With  him  on  the  brief  were  William  E. 
Hegarty  and  Lawrence  J.  McKay. 

Solicitor  General  Gristvold  argued  the  cause  for  the 
United  States  in  both  cases.  With  him  on  the  brief  were 
Assistant  Attorney  General  Mardian  and  Daniel  M. 
Friedman. 

William  R.  Glendon  argued  the  cause  for  respondents 
in  No.  1885.  With  him  on  the  brief  were  Roger  A.  Clark, 
Anthony  F.  Essaye,  Leo  P.  Larkin,  Jr.,  and  Stanley 
Xjodojsky. 

Briefs  of  amici  curiae  were  filed  by  Boh  Eckhardt  and 
Thomas  I.  Emerson  for  Twenty-Seven  Members  of  Con- 
gress; by  Norman  Dorsen,  Melvin  L.  Wulj,  Burt  Neri- 
bome,  Bruce  J.  Ennis,  Osmond  K.  Fraenkel,  and  Marvin 
M.  Karpathin  for  the  American  Civil  Liberties  Union; 
and  by  Victor  Rabinotuitz  for  the  National  Emergency 
Civil  Liberties  Committee. 


*Together  with  No.  1&85,  United  States  v.  Washington  Post  Co. 
et  al.,  on  certiorari  to  the  United  States  Court  of  Appetils  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  Circuit. 
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Per  Cumm  403 U.S. 


Per  Curiam. 

We  granted  certiorari  in  these  cases  in  which  the  United 
States  seeks  to  enjoin  the  New  York  Times  and  the  Wasb.- 
ington  Post  from  publishing  the  contents  of  a  classified 
stud}"  entitled  "History  of  U.  S.  Decision-Making  Process 
on  Viet  Nam  Policy."     Post,  pp.  942,  943. 

"Any  system  of  prior  restraints  of  expression  comes  to 
this  Court  bearing  a  heavy  presumption  against  its  con- 
stitutional validity."  Bantam  Books,  Inc.  v.  Sullivan, 
372  U.  S.  58,  70  (1963) ;  see  also  NeaT  v.  Minnesota,  283 
U.  S.  697  (1931).  The  Government  "thus  carries  a  heavy 
burden  of  showing  justification  for  the  imposition  of 
such  a  restraint."  Organization  jot  a  Better  AiLstin  v. 
Keefe,  402  U.  S.  415,  419  (1971).  The  District  Court  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York  in  the  New  York 
Times  case -and  the  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  in  the  Washington  Post  case  held  that 
the  Government  had  not  met  that  burden.    We  agree. 

The  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit  is  therefore  affirmed.  The  order  of 
the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit  is  reversed 
and  the  case  is  remanded  with  directions  to  enter  a  judg- 
ment affirming  the  judgment  of  the  District  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York.  The  stays  entered  June 
25,  1971,  by  the  Court  are  vacated.  The  judgments  shall 
issue  forthwith. 
""'""^■'■~*  So  ordered. 


Mr.  Justice  Black,  with  whom  Mr.  Justice  Dougu^s 
joins,  concurring.  -•^ 

I  adhere  to  the  view  that  the  Government's  case 
against  the  Washington  Post  should  have  been  dismissed 
and  that  the  injunction  against  the  New  York  Times 
should  have  been  vacated  without  oral  argument  when 
the  cases  were  first  presented  to  this  Court.     I  believe 
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UNITED  STATES  of  America, 
Plaintiff, 

V. 

NEW  YORK  TDEES  COMPANY  et  al., 

Defendants. 

No.  71  Civ.  2662. 

United  States  District  Court, 

S.  D.  New  York. 

|2Jne  15,  1971. 

Motion  for  Preliminary  Injunction 

June  19,  1971. 


Proceeding  on  application  for  a  tem- 
porary restraining  order  and  a  prelimi- 
nary injunction  against  a  newspaper  to 
restrain  it  from' publication  of  a  Penta- 
gon study  relating  to  Vietnam  and  a  de- 
fense department  study  relating  to  the  . 
Tonkin  Gulf  incident.  The  District 
Court,  Gurfein,  J.,  granted  a  restraining 
order,  and  on  the  motion  for  preliminary 
injunction  held  that  evidence  was  insuf- 
ficient' to  establish  that  publication  of 
documents  in  question  would  seriously 
breach  national  security. 

Order  in  accordance  with  opinion. 

The  Court  of  Appeals  remanded  for 
further  proceedings,  order,  2  Cir.,  444 
F.2d  544;  the  Supreme  Court,  403  U.S. 
713,  91  S.Ct.  2140,  29  L.Ed.2d  822. 

Reversed   the   Court   of    Appeals    and 
remanded  to  affirm  the  District  Court. 

1.  Injunction  €=90 

Even  in  absence  of  statute,  govern- 
ment may  obtain  injunctive  relief  against 
a  publication  based  on  its  inherent  right 
to  protect  itself  from,  breaches  of  secur- 
ity. 

2.  War  and  National  Defense  0=5t4 

Statute  proscribing  publication  of 
certain  classified  information  did  not 
have  application  to  or  proscribe  publica- 
tion of  historical  documents  pertaining  to 
the  war  in  Vietnam  and  the  Tonkin  Gulf 
incident.    IS  U.S.C.A.  §§  794.  79S. 

3.  Iiijiinftion  C=00 

The  govcir.rn-j:H  );.;<  the  ri-jht  to  ;:i- 
junctivc  relief  against  a  newspaper  that 


is  about  to  publish  information  or  docu- 
ments absolutely  vital  to  current  national 
security. 

4.  Injunction  <S^147 

Evidence,  in  proceeding  on  motion 
for  a  preliminary  injunction  restraining 
a  newspaper  from  publishing  a  Pentagon 
study  relating  to  Vietnam  and  a  defense 
department  study  relating  to  the  Tonkin 
Gulf  incident  was  insufficient  to  estab- 
lish that  publication  of  such  historical 
documents  would  seriously  breach  the 
national  security. 

5.  Injunction  G=147 

To  sustain  a  preliminary  injunction 
against  publication  of  certain  documents 
government  would  have  to  establish  not 
only  irreparable  injury,  but  also  prob- 
ability of  success  in  the  litigation  itself. 

6.  Injunction  C=137(4) 

A  newspaper  would  not  be  prelimi- 
narily enjoined  from  publishing  certain 
government  documents  relating  to  Viet- 
nam and  the  Tonkin  Gulf  incident  on 
basis  of  application  of  statute  proscrib- 
ing disclosure  of  classified  information 
where  there  was  no  reasonable  likelihood 
of  government  successfully  proving  will- 
ful belief  that  information  to  be  pub- 
lished could  be  used  to  injury  of  the 
United  States  or  advantage  of  any  for- 
eign nation.    18  U.S.C.A.  §  798. 

7.  Constitutional  Law  C=90 

A  contankerous  press,  an  obstinate 
press,  an  ubiquitous  press  must  be  suf- 
fered by  those  in  authority  in  order  to 
preserve  values  of  freedom  of  e.xpression 
and  right  of  the  people  to  know. 

8.  Constitutional  Law  C=90 

It  is  not  merely  the  opinion  of  an 
editorial  writer  or  of  a  columnist  which 
is  protected  by  the  First  Amendment, 
but  it  is  the  free  flow  of  information  so 
that  the  public  will  be  informed  about 
the  government  and  its  actions.  U.S.C. 
.\.Con.st.  Amend.  1. 


Whitney    Xoith    Seyn\our.    Jr..    U.    S. 
.-\tty.    for  Southern  Di.^t.  of  New  York. 

D.  Hess.  Jii.-;-,pti  D.  Dan;is.  D.ii'.ioi  r.i<-S'-'i, 
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UNITED  STATES  v.  NEW 

Michael  I.  Saltzn'.an.  MiUoa  Slicvnian. 
Howard  S.  Sussnuin,  A?st.  V.  S.  AUys.. 
New  York  I'ity. 

Cahill,  Gordon.  Sonnott.  Reiiidel  i  OhI, 
New  York  City,  for  defendant  Now  York 
Times  Co.,  Alexander  M.  Bickel,  New 
Haven.  Conn..  Floyd  Abrams.  William  E. 
Hegarty.  New  York  City,  c:  counsel. 

American  Civil  Liberties  Union,  New 
York  Civil  Liberties  Union,  by  Norman 
Dorsen.  Melvin  L.  Wulf,  Osmond  K. 
Fraenkel,  Burt  Newborne,  National 
Emergency  Civil  Liberties  Committee,  by 
Victor  Rabinowitz,  Kristin  Booth  'Glen, 
New  York  City,  amici  curiae. 

MEMORANDUM 
GURFEIN.  District  Judge. 

The  United  States  seeks  a  temporary 
restraining  order  and  a  preliminai-y  in- 
junction against  The  New  York  Times, 
its  publisher  and  other  officers  and  em- 
ployees to  restrain  them  from  further 
dissemination  or  disclosure  of  certain  al- 
leged top  secret  or  secret  documents  of 
the  United  States  referred  to  in  a  veri- 
fied complaint  filed  therewith. 

I  have  granted  the  order  to  show  cause 
as  to  why  a  preliminary  injunction 
against  the  defendants  should  not  be  en- 
tered and  have  made  it  returnable  Fri- 
day morning,  June  18.  Preliminarily 
thereto  the  Government  has  requested  a 
temporary  restraining  order  and  also  a 
direction  from  this  Court  to  require  the 
defendants  to  deliver  to  the  Court  certain 
documents  and  other  tangible  evidence  to 
be  held  by  the  Court  pending  final  de- 
termination of  the  cause.  At  this  stage 
of  the  proceeding  I  do  not  direct  The  New 
York  Times  or  the  other  defendants  to 
produce  the  documents  pending  the  out- 
come of  the  litigation.  I  do  not  believe 
that  The  New  York  Times  will  wilfully 
^^regard  the  spirit  of  our  restraining 
order.  I  am  restraining  The  New  York 
Times  and  the  other  defendants,  how- 
ever, from  publishing?  or  further  disiomi- 
nating  or  disclo.^iug  the  documents  con- 
sisting of  47  volumes  entitled  "HiS- 
TORY    OF    UNITED    STATES    DECI- 
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SION  .AIAKING  PROCESS  ON  VIET- 
NAM POLICY"  covering  the  period 
1045-07,  prepai-ed  in  19G7-19G8  at  the 
direction  of  the  tlicn  Secretary  of  De- 
fense Robert  McNamara,  the  intern^_ 
documents  from  whicl.  the  aforesaid 
documents  were  prepared,  and  a  one 
volume  "COMMAND  AND  CONTROL 
STUDY  OF  THE  TONKIN  GULF  IN- 
CIDENT" prepared  in  1965  for  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  by  the  Weapons  System 
Evaluation  Group  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Defense,  pending  the 
hearing  of  the  Government's  application 
for  a  preliminary  injunction. 

The  questions  raised  by  this  action  are 
serious  and  fundamental.  They  involve 
not  only  matters  of  procedure,  but  mat- 
ters of  substance  and  presumptively  of 
constitutional  implication  as  well.  I 
have,  in  effect,  been  asked  by  the  parties 
to  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the  litigation 
upon  the  arguments  made  on  the  order 
to  show  cause.  I  believe  that  the  matter 
is  so  important  and  so  involved  with  the 
history  of  the  relationship  between  the 
security  of  the  Government  and  a  free 
press  that  a  more  thorough  briefing 
than  the  parties  have  had  an  opportunity 
to  do  is  required.  I  have  granted, the  re- 
straining order  because  in  my  opinion 
any  temporary  harm  that  may  result 
from  not  publishing  during  the  pendency 
of  the  application  for  a  preliminary  in- 
junction is  far  outweighed  by  the  irrep- 
arable harm  that  could  be  done  to  the 
interests  of  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment if  it  should  ultimately  prevail.  I 
have  intentionally  e.\pressed  no  opinion 
on  the  merits,  but  I  believe  this  matter 
is  brought  in  good  faith  by  the  United 
States  and  that  on  the  balancing  of  in- 
terests mentioned,  both  parties  deserve 
a  full  consideration  of  the  issues  raised. 

Accordingly,  the  restraining  order  will 
be  in  effect  until  Saturday  afternoon  at 
one  o'clock  unless  the  Court  directs  oth- 
erwise. 

The  parties  are  requested  to  brief  as 
thoroughly  a.^  pos.^iblc  the  points  advert- 
ed to  in  ihe  oral  argument  by  5  p.  m. 
Thursday,  June  17,  1071. 
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On  Motion  for 
Preliminary  Injunction 

On  June  12,  June  13  and  June  14,  1971 
The  New  York  Times  published  sum- 
maries and  portions  of  the  text  of  two 
documents — certain  volumes  from  a  1968 
Pentagon  study  relating  to  Vietnam  and 
a  summary  of  a  1965  Defense  Depart- 
ment study  relating  to  the  Tonkin  Gulf 
incident.  The  United  States  sues  to 
enjoin  the  Times  from  "further  dissemi- 
nation, disclosure  or  divulgence"  of  ma- 
terials contained  in  the  1968  study  of  the 
decision  making  process  with  respect  to 
Vietnam  and  the  summary  of  the  1965 
Tonkin  Gulf  study.  In  its  application  for 
a  temporary  restraining  order  the  United 
States  also  asked  the  Court  to  order  the 
Times  to  furnish  to  the  Court  all  the 
documents  involved  so  that  they  could  be 
impounded  pending  a  determination.  On 
June  15  upon  the  argument  of  the  order 
to  show  cause  the  Court  entered  a  tempo- 
rary restraining  order  against  The  New 
York  Times  in  substance  preventing  the 
further  publication  until  a  determination 
by  the  Court  upon  the  merits  of  the  Gov- 
ernnrient's  application  for  a  preliminary 
injunction.  The  Court  at  that  time,  in 
the  absence  of  any  evidence,  refused  to 
require  the  documents  to  be  impounded. 
The  Government  contends  that  the 
documents  still  unpublished  and  the  in- 
formation in  the  possession  of  the  Times 
involve  a  serious  breach  of  the  security 
of  the  United  States  and  that  the  fur- 
ther publication  will  cause  "irreparable 
injury  to  the  national  defense." 

The  articles  involved  material  that  has 
been  classified  as  Top  Secret  and  Secret, 
although  the  Government  concedes  that 
these  classifications  are  related  to  vol- 
umes rather  than  individual  documents 
and  that  included  within  the  volumes 
may  be  documents  which  should  not  be 
classified  in  such  high  categorii's.  The 
documents  involved  are  a  47  \oi'.ime  .<tudy 
entitled  "HISTORV  OF  UN'lTKD 
ST.\TES  DE^I.-IOX  M.XK'IXG  PROC- 
ESS OX  VIETX.AM  Pi'it.lCV  :;-.;!  .i 
document  entitl.-d  "TltE  CO.M.M.XXD 
.VXD  COXTflOL  STUDY  (^i'  THE  TOX- 
KIX  GULF  IXUIDEXT  DUXE  HV  Till'. 


DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT'S  WEAP- 
ONS SYSTEM  EVALUATION  GROUP 
IN  1965."  There  is  no  question  that  the 
documents  are  in  the  possession  of  the 
Times.  a^— 


The  issue  of  fact  with  respect  to  na- 
tional security  was  resolved  in  the  fol- 
lowing manner.  In  view  of  the  claim  of 
the  Government  that  testimony  in  sup- 
port of  its  claim  that  publication  of  the 
documents  would  involve  a  serious  se- 
curity danger  would  in  itself  be  danger- 
ous the  Court  determined  that  under  the 
"Secrets  of  State"  doctrine  an  in  camera 
proceeding  should  be  held  at  which  only 
the  attorneys  for  each  side,  witnesses 
for  the  Government  and  two  designated 
representatives  of  The  New  York  Times 
would  be  present.  It  was  believed  that 
this  would  enable  the  Government  to  pre- 
sent its  case  forcefully  and  without  re- 
straint so  that  the  accommodation  of  the 
national  security  interest  with  the  rights 
of  a  free  press  could  be  detern\ined  with 
no  holds  barred.  It  was  with  reluctance 
that  the  Court  granted  a  hearing  from 
which  the  public  was  excluded,  but  it 
seemed  that  there  was  no  other  way  to 
ser\e  the  needs  of  justice.  My  finding 
with  respect  to  the  testimony  on  security 
will  be  adverted  to  below. 

1.  This  case  is  one  of  first  impres- 
sion. In  the  researches  of  both  counsel 
and  of  the  Court  nobody  has  been  able 
to  find  a  case  remotely  resembling  this 
one — where  a  claim  is  made  that  national 
security  permits  a  prior  restraint  on  the 
publication  of  a  newspaper.  The  Times 
in  affidavits  has  indicated  a  number  of 
situations  in  which  cl.issified  informa- 
tion has  been  "leaked"  to  the  press  with- 
out adverse  governmental  or  judicial  ac- 
tion. It  cites  news  storie^  and  the 
memoir.-;  of  public  officials  who  have 
usi'd  (shortly  afcor  the  evt-ntsi  classified 
ni;itorial  in  expl.'.inini,-  their  versions  of 
the  decision  making  process.  They  point 
out  that  no  action  has  ever  been  taken 
:iL'.:in,<t  any  such  piiMication  \-i  "leaks." 
The  Go-'ornmoiu  on  the  other  h.iiui  piiints 
oil!  tl;at  thore  li.'.s  m'vor  hci-n  ai:  atcomr'^ 
til  |i.li!ish  iMcli  a  massive  con!'j>iia.tion  of 
clo,  ui'.v'iiis   which   is  probably   •.■.nii;iie   in 
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/I'^^JJ  .  t 


IN    THE    LreriTED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 

FiL£3 


FOR  TOE  DISTRICT  O?  COLU;-3L 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA 
Plaintiff. 


JOHN  EHRLICHMAN,  et  al.. 
Defendants 


DISTRICT 

OF' 
COLUMBIA 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  JOHN  D.  EHRLICHt-lAN 


)  SS: 
) 


JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN,  being  duly  sworn,  on  o?t-h  deposas 
and  says: 

The  following  narrative  account  of  the  formation  and 
authorization  of  the  investigation  of  the  theft  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers  and  subsequent  events,  going  to  the.  question  of  the 
President's  instructions,  authorization  and  approval,  is  mada 
in  response  to  the  Court's  request  of  April  19,  1974 


The  Pentagon  Papers  Theft: 

In  mid-June,  1971,  it  ijas  learned  at  the  Vihite  House 
that  part  of  the  47-volume  secret  study  of  the  Viet  Nam  v;ar 
had  been  copied  and  delivered  to  the  New  York  Tin-.es  and  other- 
papers  . 
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In  the  week  or  ten  days  thereafter,  I  participated  in' 
several  meetings  with  the  President  and  Henry  Kissinger.   The 
latter  told  us  about  Daniel  Ellsberg  (known  to  have  been  the 
tiixe  1. )  . 

We  were  told  he  was  a  fanatic,  known  to  be  a  drug  abuser 
and  in  knowledge  of  very  critical  defense  secrets  of  current 
validity,  such  as  nuclear  deterrent  targeting. 

Having  never  heard  of  Ellsberg  before  the  theft  of  the 
Papers,  cy  impression  from  Kissinger's  description  was  that  the 
Nation  was  presented  with  a  very  serious  potential  security 
problem  beyond  the  theft  of  the  largely  historical  Pentagon  Papers 
I  later  learned  that  the  Papers  themselves  were  believed  by  de- 
fense experts  to  contain  vital  secrets. 

Dr.  Kissinger  told  the  President  that  the  theft  made  very 
difficult  our  foreign  relations  with  Allies  v/ith  whom  we  shared 
classified  information. 

In  these  meetings  both  the  President  and  Dr.  Kissinger 
were  obviously  deeply  concerned.   The  latter  was  quite  agitated 
at  times. 

The  President  made  very  clear  his  instructions  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  should  seek  restraint  of  publication  of 
the  Papers  and  should  vigorously  investigate  to  determine  those 
guilty  of  their  theft  and  compromise.   I  transmitted  his  in- 
structions to  the  Attorney  General  and  I  believe  he  did  so 
directly  on  several  occasions. 
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The  Aaoarent:  Consairacv : 

As  the  Justice  Department  investigation  proceeded.  I 
heard  or  was  told  several  times  that  Elisberg  was  a  part  of  a 
conspiracy. 

On  July  6,  19  71,  the  President  and  I  met  with  the  At- 
torney General.   He  cold  us  that  he  believed  Elisberg  had  Com- 
munist ties  and  was  part  of  a  conspiracy.   The  President  said, 
in  substance,  that  we  must  learn  who  was  involved  and  quickly 
bring  them  to  justice.  ;'      -       . 

At  aroi:nd  the  same  time,  the  Assistant  Attorney  General 
for  internal  security  called  me  to  advise  that  an  "intercept" 
established  that  some  or  all  of  the  Papers  had  been  delivered  to 
the  Soviet  Embassy  here.   1  told  the  President  of  this  call. 

F.B.I,  reports  (which  I  either  saw  or  was  told  of)  sug- 
gested that  a  group  in  Massachusetts  had  caused  the:'-'papars  to     I 
be  duplicated  in  Cambridge;  one  of  them  was  believed 'to  be  an 
employee  of  the  New  York  Times.   Elisberg  worked  iri  California    '\ 
at  the  time.   I  told  the  President  of  this  F.B.  I. .advice. 

The  F.3.I.: 


For  some  months  prior  to  June,  1971,  and  virtually  unti] 
his  death,  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  the  object  of  the  President's 
criticism  on  a  number  of  grounds:   The  F.B.I.  Director  refused 
to  enlist  the  Bureau  in  the  Administration's  effort  to  suppress 
Narcotics  Traffic;  the  President  was  kpo-vn  to  feel  that  the  F.B.rJ 
effort  against  domestic  sabotacre  and  violence  w-s  ip--c.c-u-te- 
filo  containing  a  complete  catalogue  of  problems,  marked  "The 
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company  Director"  e:<i.sts  in  the  pOGCession  of  the  Goverr.-sr.t , 
In  late  June  and  early  July,  the  F.B.I,  effort  in.  tha 
Pentagon  Papers  case  was  the  subject  of  Assistant  Attorney 
General  Mardian's  strong  criticism.   On  his  assumption  of  re- 
sponsibility in  mid-July,  Mr.  Kxogh  joined  in  that  criticism. 

Duri-ng  this  period  the  Attorney  General  advised  ma,  and 
I  told  the  President,  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  disciplined  one  of 
the  F.B-I. "s  top  officials  for  ordering  an  F.B.I.  Interview  of 
Ellsberg's  father-in-law.   The  disciplinary  papers  are  kno-^n  by 
ms  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Government. 

It  is  against  this  background  that. the  Young-Krogh  unit 
was  established  by  the  President  and  expressly  gi  •  :.i  +-he  job  of 
investigating  Ellsberg. 


The  Genesis  of  The  Unit: 

On  July  2,  1971,  the  President  instructed  net 

(1)  To  recruit  someone  to  take  full  responsibility 
to  "handle  the  Ellsberg  case,"  or  words  of 
that  substance,  and  to  take  charge  of  the 
investigation  of  the  conspiracy; 

(2)  To  propose  Richard  Allen,  formerly- of  tha 
Kissinger  staff,  to  do  so,  or  seek  alternate 
candidates;  and 

(3)  To  "stick  with  domestic  matters"  myself,  finding 
someone  with  whom  the  "President  could  work 
directly  on  the  leak  problc^m. 
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Five  days  later,  the  President  went  to  San  Cleraente  ' 
without  a  choice  having  been  made.   Several  people  were  asked 
to  make  suggestions. 

At  this  time  the  concept  was  that  the  person  chosen  would 
lead  and  prod  people  in  the  Departments  and  Agencies,  without 
direct  White  House  involvement. 

The  President  continued  to  urge  vigorous  attention  to 
the  problem  of  leaks  of  secrets.   He  stressed  the  great  problem 
these  leaks  made  for  those  charged  with  conducting  Foreign  Polici' 
and  maintaining  National  Defense. 

The  Damage  Assessment: 

As  the  litigation  with  newspapers  progressed  (June  15  - 
July  7) ,  various  damage  assessments  were  prepared  by  experts. 
For  example,  the  Director  of  the  National  Security  Agency, 
Admiral  Guyler,  prepared  in  Affidavit  form  a  description  of  how 
the  Pentagon  Papers  Theft  had  damaged  the  Nation's  security. 
This  Affidavit  was  transmitted  to  the  U.S.  Attorney,  Southern- 
District  of  New  York.   The  President  was  told  of  som.e  of  these 
assessments. 

The  Formation  of  The  Unit: 

On  July  12,  1971,  in  his  office  at  San  Clemente,  the 
President  met  with  Assistant  Attorney  General  Mardian  and  several 
others,  including  me. 

He  told  the  President  of  the  progress  of  the  Justice  De- 
partment efforts,  named  others  believed  to  be  a  pa-.t  of  the  t'lefti  | 
conspiracy,  and  described  some  of  the  damage  from  the  theft. 
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The  President's  sense  of  urgency  was  heightened  by 
this  meeting.   He  was  not  satisfied  with  t-lr.  Mardian's  report 
and  insisted  upon  an  early  designation  of  a  V/hite  House  raan-in- 
charge. 

Three  days  before  David  Young  was  proposed  as  a  possible 
choice.   The  decision  was  made  to  make  him  jointly  responsible 
with  Egil  Krogh  (who  was  due  in  San  Clemeftte  from  Viet  Nam  the 
following  Friday) . 

I  sent  for  Young  to  come  from  Washington;  he  arrived 
July  14.   Dr.  Kissinger  then  objected  to  Young  being  assigned 
to  the  Unit  from  his  staff,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  other  pro- 
posed uses  for  him. 

In  a  conversation  among  the  President,  Henry  Kissinger 
and  me(attended  by  H.  R.  Haldeman) ,  July  15,  the  President  de- 
cided Young  should  be  assigned  to  the  Unit. 

On  Saturday,  July  17,  I  told  Young  and  Krogh  of  the  fore- 
going events,  of  the  President's  sense  of  urgency  and  his  assign- 
ments.  They  were  to  immediately  return  to  VJashington,  assimilate 
all  current  facts,  decide  how  to  stimulate  the  various  Government 
Units  to  plug  future  possible  leaks,  decide  how  to  move  the 
Justice  Department's  Ellsberg-Conspiracy  Investigation  to  an 
early  and  successful  conclusion  and  be  prepared  to  work  directly 
with  the  President,  at  his  option,  or  through  me,  if  they  needed 
help. 

The  President  returned  to  Washington  Sunday,  July  18. 
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The    SALT    Leak: 

During  the  week  of  July  19,  1971.  the  media  carried  a 
story  which  disclosed  this  Country's  secret  negotiating  strategy 
in  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  Treaty  negotiations  with  the 
Russians. 

In  my  presence,  both  the  President  and  members  of  the 
National  Security  Council  staff  expressed  deep  concern  and  even 
agitation  about  the  damaging  effect  of  this  leak. 

_  When  the  President  discussed  leaks  with  Egil  Krogh  and 
me,  on  July  24,  1971,  he  demanded  that  Krogh  find  those  respon- 
sible for  the  SALT  leak,  resorting  to  polygraph  tests  regardless 
of  Government  employees'  objections,  and  gave  the  clear  im- 
pression to  me  that  Krogh  was  to  use  extraordinary  measures  to 
carry  out  his  assignment. 

This  conversation  with  Krogh  left  me  with  the  belief 
that  now  Krogh  had  a  one-on-one  relationship  v/ith  the  President, 
which  accomplished  the  assignment  given  me  by  the  President 
July  2,  to  find  someone  to  take  over  the  Ellsberg  matter. 

Both  before  and  after  the  Krogh  meeting,  July  24,  the 
President  also  gave  me  instructions  to  pass  along  to  Krogh  and 
Young.   Invariably  when  they  made  recommendations,  jointly  or 
severally,  the  President  concurred.   His  only  criticism  of  their 
effort  v/as  that  it  was  not  vigorous  enough. 

The  Unit  was  ordered  to  investigate  on  some  date  which 
could  probably  be  determined  from  my  notes  (now  in  the  Govern- 
ment's custody).   Mr.  Krogh  complainoc;  of  the  F.P, .x.'s  failure 
to  cooperate  fully  in  the  Ellsberg  investigation.   I  discussed 
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the  problem  with  the  Attorney  General.   He  advised  me  of  a  con- 
tinuing problem  with  fir.  Hoover.   I  recall  specifically  Mr.  Krogh 
complaining  that  the  F.B.I,  had  not  even  designated  the  Ellsberg 
case  as  a  primary  or  priority  case. 

I  advised  Krogh  of  my  talk  v/ith  the  Attorney  General, 
and  he  recommended  that  some  of  the  Unit's  people  be  sent  out 
to  quickly  complete  the  California  investigation  of  Ellsberg. 

I  told  the  President  of  these  conversations,  sometime 
between  July  26  and  August  5,  as  nearly  as  I  can  now  reconstruct 
it. 

He  responded  that  Krogh  should,  of  course,  do  whatever 
he  considered  necessary  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter — to 
learn  what  Ellsberg 's  motives  and  potential  further  harmful 
action  might  be. 

I  told  Krogh,  in  substance,  that  he  should  do  whatever 
he  c'^'-'idered  necessary. 

On  August  6,  I  left  Washington  for  a  period  of  5  days. 

August  11  was  my  first  full  day  back  in  the  office. 

Sometime  later,  I  initialled  and  wrote  on  a  Memorandum, 
dated  August  11,  in  which  Krogh  and  Young  proposed  that  the  in- 
vestigation include  a  covert  attempt  to  learn  what  Ellsberg  may 
have  disclosed  to  Dr.  Fielding.   In  my  opinion,  this  was  well 
within  the  President's  mandate. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  was  not  awn-'o  ot 
any  intent  on  anyone's  part  to  brc.ik  into  Dr.  Field  in-i  V;  :.:■.•;■.- vao 
before  that  occurrence. 
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Statements  Subsequent  to  March  20.  1973: 

On  at  least  two  occasions,  the  President  spoke  about  the 
Fielding  break-in,  in  my  presence. 

April  18,  1973,  between  7:00  and  3:00  P.M.,  the  President 
was  in  Aspen  Lodge,  at  Camp  David.   In  my  presence,  he  called  ' 
Henry  Peterson,  then  Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Since  April  15,  the  President  had  been  working  closely 
with  Peterson  on  fast-breaking  developments  in  the  Watergate 
case. 

It  was  clear  to  me  that  they  were  discussing  the  Fielding 
break- in. 

The  President  said,  in  substance: 

YOU  and  your  Department  stay  out  of  that.   That  is 
-  strictly  a  National  Security  matter.   I  know  you  have 
to  enforce  the  laws  but  as  President,  I  have  to  pro- 
tect the  National  Security  and  that  comes  first    As 
President,  I  am  instructing  you  to  take  no  action 
whatever  on  that  matter. 

When  he  hung  up,  the  President  told  me  they  had  been  dis- 
cussing the  Fielding  break-in.  He  said,  in  substance,  that  the 
break-in  was  in  furtherance  of  National  Security  and  fully  justi- 
fied by  the  circumstances;  moreover,  if  Justice  got  into  it,  it 
would  be  just  a  matter  of  time  before  the  WASAG-leak  case  would 
be  public  knowledge,  and  he  would  not  permit  such  damage  to  the 
Joint  Chiefs  of  staff  if  he  could  prevent  it. 

On  a  date  during  the  first  few  days  in  May,  19  73,  Egil 
Krogh  asked  me  to  secure  the  President's  approval  of  his  dis- 
closure of  the  Ellsberg  matter  to  Attorney  General-designate 
Elliott  Richardson. 
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I    saw   the    President    in    the   Oval   Office. 

He   consented   to   Krogh  doing   so.      At   that   time,   he   said, 
in    substance: 

V'/hile    I    (the   president)'   did   not  know  of   the   break-in 

attempt    in   advance,    I   surely  recognize   the  valid   national 

Security  reasons  why   it  v;as  done.      I  v;ant  Krogh  to   explain 

them  carefully   to   Elliott  who    is   new   in   the   job. 

The   President    indicated  his   after-the-fact   approval   of 
this   effort   to   secure   evidence   of  Ellsberg's  motives   and  potential 

I  expressed  the  hope  that  Krogh  would  not  be  permitted  to 
suffer  for  an  event  which  he  had  every  reason  to  assume  was  with- 
in  the   scope  of   the   President's  charter    to  him. 

The   President  gave  me   the   impression  that  he  would   not. 


USVO...O.X}. 


JOJDI  D.  EHRLICHMAN 


SWORN  TO  Sjro  SUBSCRIBED  before  me, 
this  ^6  '^"•^  day  of  APRIL,  1974. 


NOTARY  PUBLIC 


My  Commission  Expires:  //X.-^-^f.  /77( 
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July  6,  1971 
BY  LLAJ30N 


Hop.orable  H.  R.  Ealdaman 
Asalstint  to  the  Presidan!; 
The  VPaite  Hciisa 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr,  Kaldeman: 


^'02dQij 


On  June  15,  1971,  the  Attorney  General  reuuested  that  this 
Bureau  conduct  all  necessary  investigation  into  the  matte'-  reiatin^r  to  the 
publication  by  "The  New  York  Times"  of  the  so-calied  "Mc^^ama^a 
Study,  "  which  deals  -^vith  United  States  -  Vietnam  relations  durino-  the 
period  1945  to  1967.  ^"^-o  '•"e 

_  Daniel  Ellsberg,  Senior  Research  associate,  Center  for 

International  Studies,  Massachusetts  Instigate  of  Technology/,   Cambrid'r- 
Massachusetts,  admitted  during  a  press  conference  on  June  '>8    197^  ""' 
that  in.  the  Fall  of  1939  he  T=/ent  to  the  head  of  the  Senate  Fore^^ 
Relations  Committee  to  try  to  pass  information  to  him  but  that\°  crot 
nov/here.    Ellsberg  said  this  Loformation  was  knov/n  only  to  Mm  ar?d  a 
xew  others  and  was  not  public.    He  further  stated  that  he  mad<=>  the  decision 
complecely  on  his  own  to  give  the  information  to  "The  Nev/  York  Tim-s  "  ' 
aamitting  that  he  v/as  solely  responsible  for  his  actions  and  that  h=  toie'v 
he  was  violating  Defense  Department  regulations  in  doing  this.    He  further 
?f''r''-,^°'^  '"^^  ^'^"^-^  ^^  preceding  two-week  period,  when  he  noted  that' 
The  New  York  Times"  had  been  stopped  temporarily  from  publishir-  ihe 
material,   "it  was  bemg  made  available  to  other  newspapers.  " 

Cur  Lnvestigation  to  date  has  developed  substantiatLng  inforr-a- 
txon^regardmg  Ellsberg's  admissions.    In  addition,  it  has  indicated  th^t 
Lne  loliovAP.g  news  media  personnel  have  been  Involved  in  this  matter' ' 
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i 


Ki3  wife,  Susan.  M.  Shsehaii,    v/ho  has  also  utilized  the  ntxme  Susan  Dov/ling, 
has  clairaed  to  be  a  reporter  for  "The  New  York  Times,  "-although  this  h^3 
noi:  bean  substantiated  by  investigation.    Neil  and  Susaii  Shaehan  arrajiged 
for  and  parcicipated  Ln  the  copying  of  what  appeared  to  be  Xerox  copies  oi 
sorce  of  the  classified  material  appearing  in  the  "McNamara  3ti.idy"  at  two 
separate  duplicatirig  firms  in  Massachusetts,  one  located  in  Bedford  ar4 
the  other  in  Boston.    This  duplicating  was  donS  during  the^iiQifjaiLJ.iarch  21  - 

V/illlam  Kovach,  a  staff  reporter  for  "Tha  New  York  Times,"  is 
possibly  identical  with  an  individual  v/ho  on  March  21,   1971,  arranged  by 
telephone  for  Susan  Sheehan  to  have  a  larga  duplicating  job  done  at  the 
firm  in  Bedford.    The  caller  identified  himself  as  Bill  Kowich  (phonetic) 
of  Carlisle,  Massachusetts,  and  conveyed  the  impression  that  he  had  used 
the  services  of  this  firm  as  a  representative  of  the  military  at  the  Hanscom 
Air  Force  Base  in  Bedford. 

Between  the  time  that  Neil  Sheehan  duplicated  the  documents 
mentioned  above  and  the  time  of  the  publication  of  the  fii'st  material  based 
on  the  "McNamara  Study"  in  "The  New  York  Times"  on  June  13,   1971, 
arrangements  were  made  for  three  staff  wTiters  of  "The  New  York  Times" 
to  v/ork  v/ith  Sheehan  in  the  preparation  of  material  for  publication.    They 
were  reported  to  have  worked  secretly  in  a  suite  in  the  Hilton  Hotel  in 
Nevv?  York  City.    These  staff  v/riters  have  been  identified  as  E.  W.  Kenv/orthy, 
Fox  Butterfield  and  Hedrick  Smith. 

Aside  from  "The  Nev/  York  Times"  persoruiel,  our  investigation 
has  indicated  that  Lloyd  Shearer,  West  Coast  Chief  of  "Parade  MagazL-ie,  " 
a  Sunday  newspaper  supplement,  published  the  earliest  comment  regarding 
tha  existence  of  tlie  "^vicNaraara  Sbuay."   Recent  developments  have  indicated 
that  he  was  a  close  associate  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  in  California.    Within  the 
last  two  v/eeks,  he  has  attempted  to  cultivate  the  friendship  of  Daniel  Ellsberg*: 
divorced  v/lfe,  Carol  Ellsberg. 

Anthony  J.  Russo,  Jr.,  along-time  associate  of  Daniel  Ellsberg 
who  v;orked  with  him  at  Rand  Corporation,  Santa  Monica,   CalLforr.ia,  is 
reported  to  have  assisted  Ellsberg  in  making  copies  of  material  from  tha 
"McNamara  Study"  during  the  Fall  of  1959.    Russo  v/as  served  v/ith  a 
subpoena  on  June  22,   1971,  to  appear  before  a  Federal  grand  jury  in 
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Los  Aiigeles,  Caliiornia.    Our  investigauon  has  shown  that  he  immediately 
consulted  v/ith  Lloyd  Shearer  and  sought  his  advice.    Shearei'  recommended 
that  he  select  as  his  attorney  Mr.  Joseph  Ball,  a  prominent  California 
lav.yer  •^.''r.o  v/as  Senior  Trial  Counsel  of  the  President's  Conimission  to 
Investigate  the  AssassLnation  of  John  F.  Kennedy.    On  the  advice  cl 
Mr.  Ball,  Russo  appeared  before  the  grand  jury  on  June  24,   1971,  and 
refused  to  testify  on  the  grounds  that  he  might  incrimmate  himseK. 
Arrangements  v/ere  then  made  to  grant  him  immunity  from  prosecution  but 
he  a^ain  declined  to  testLfy  and  contempt  charges  v/ere  placed  against  him. 
Mr.  Ball  claimed  the  immimization  was  invalid,  but  at  a  hearing  on  July  2, 
1971,  the  contempt  charges  v/ere  upheld,  with  execution  of  sentencing' 
postponed  until  July  7,  1971,  to  permit  Russo  to  file  an  appeal. 

■   '  In  view  of  the  injunction  proceedings  instituted  against  "The 

New  York  Times''  and  other  newspapers  by  the  United  States  Government, 
which  matter  was  resolved  by  the  Supreme  Court  last  week,  our  investiga- 
tion into  the  facets  of  this  matter  relating  to  news  media  personnel  has 
necessarily  been  on  a  most  discreet  basis.    We  are  now  proceeding  v/ith 
intensive  investigation  into  all  phases  of  this  case  and  you  v/ill  be  kept 
ad'/ised  of  our  progress. 


Sincerely    3'ours, 


<?i 


2  - 
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32.     Following  the  June  13,  1971  publication  of  the  "Pentagon 
Papers,"  Daniel  Ellsberg  publicly  acknowledged  copying  and  releasing 
the  documents.   On  June  28,  1971  Ellsberg  was  indicted  in  California 
on  charges  of  unauthorized  possession  of  defense  information  and 
conversion  of  government  property,  the  Pentagon  Papers. 
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Patriotic  Motives 
Cited  by  Fllsberg 


Courl  Delaj  s 
Press  Ru^Jno; 


urt  ex- 
Enitely 

a  case 
lewspa- 

stcret 
'.Angers 


By  SiMord  I. » 

The  Suprecw  < 
tezded  ils  term  a 
yeslertUy  to  decio 
involving  wheUier 
per  publication  ( 
Pistagon  papers  e 
natoaal  senirily. 

Ctief  Justice  Warren  E. 
B:ir^er.  announcing  a  raft  of 
opinions  ycstertay  at  what 
was  to  ha%'2  been  the  court's 
Last  session  cf  tiie  correnl 
tenn.  surprised  *  packed 
courtreora  ty  lailicg  to  men- 
ton  the  cases  cf  The  Wash- 
ins*J30  Post  and  The  New 
York  Tizjcs. 

There  v,-2z  no  foirnai  iodi- 
cation  ^m  tlie  ;-_::tJCC3 — 
■Kho  held  an  unua-  3ai.ir- 
day  sessinn  oa  tie  cases—' 
about  c:iaci:y  when  they 
wculd  ruie. 

3-a:  ccart  QirffTs  e> 
pected  a  decision  this  wee"*, 
pcisibly  today. 

jLislicc  wriiin  O.  Dcug- 
l»s  was  absent  whenr-r'-£^ 
dij'3  anrc-^cesenls  .  -  d*- 
ci£:ons  were  ziadfi  a-"  als 
aiiss  said  he  hod  Isft '  i^b- 
izs'xn  for  the  siinrar-  en 
Euzi:?  because  "^e  -irt 
he'.d  its  conferences  (c  -  Llie 
cexspaper  cases)  Satui  i;"-" 
Supreme  Court  ob^  ^^ 
rii^isted  that  Doujla:  d;- 
^izzzire  indicated  ih;  '^3 
i:ist:cM  have  only  to  .sz^l 
ti2ir  iinal  opinions  L.  is.2 
Pest  and  Tiaei  cases. 
See  ?CS7,  Al^  Cc:  5 


Surreaders, 
Freeil  on  Bond 

By  William  Creider 

■"boston,  Jm»  ^^—- -"-'1 
EUsberg.  charged  wiUi  crim- 
inal misuse  of  so%cmmeDt 
secrets,  surrendered  to  fed- 
eral aulhorilies  today  with 
a  sidewalk  concession  that 
be  did  distn^'ii*  the  dassi- 
lled  PcnUgcn  pap*^ 
Vietnani.  aa  an  act  of  pa- 
■"^fitf™-  °°^  disloyalty. 
^■^T^hink  I've  done  a  good 
job  as  a  citizen."  EUsberg 
said  as  he  enterstf  t^  fed- 
eral courthouse  roo^iteri  af* 
feciionately  by  a  rsTmn  A 
friends  and  sympatitlzsrs. 

Later,  in  Los  .■\nselas.  a 
federal  "grand  jury  indicted 
him  on  charges  oi  violating 
the  Espionage  Act  and  of 
tbeft  of  fiovemment  prop- 
erty. 

"I  delivered  the  Pentagon 
papers  to  the  Senate  For- 
eign RelaUoos  Committee 
and  to  the  people  through 
the  American  press,"  the.-M^ 
year-old  MIT  professor  told 
ne-^jsmen.  His  only  regret  - 
that  he  didn't  do  it  two 
years  earlier  or.  as  be  put 
■t,  9.000  lives  earlier. 

On  .Washington,  Commit- 
tee ,  Chairman  J--  W.  Fol- 
bright  a>.\rk.)  said  EHiberg 
gave  him  between  one-third 
a::d  oce-haU  of  the  VieL-''»r> 
■n  ar  study  more  than  a  >-car 
-ago.) 

Z:  his  possible  fate.  EUs- 
berg  said:  *^en  yean  -a 
prison  is  very  cheap  if  tiiat 
would  coatnbale  to  ending 
this  war  "  The  crowd  shotrt- 
cd:  "Right  on.  Dan."  - 
See  EIXS3£SG,  ^12,  CeL  t 


ELLS3ERG.  From  Al 

Ten  ;.  eara  is  ihe  majtlmjm 
sen:er.ce  under  'J:*  espio- 
ziiZf  s'.a-.ule  ah;ch  the  fed 
era!  £3\emrr.eEl  has  charged 
t;i;sbef2  ■*itti  violaLng.  Ha 
was  takeT  heicrv  a  L  S,  mai- 
jjirate  uho.  over  l?ie  objec 
non  cf  :f^e  sovemmeot,  re- 
leaied  ELlsberg  on  S5O.00O 
bond,  sranwd  on  iha  de- 
feodan:  >  o'-rn  signature. 

Ou'.side  t.'ie  cc::rtroom. 
E[j-.b«r2  freely  cor.ceded 
much  of  uhat  would  most 
likeiy  be  ;he  factual  case 
against  him— namely,  that 
he  IS  the  source  of  the  news- 
paper siones  abou:  ihe  suU- 
classifiPd  Pentagon  siudy  on 
the  ons'fis  <i'  'he  Vietnam 
War.  a  5iudv  that  Elisberg 
helped  wrue  fjur  >ears  jso 
when  he  -^as  a  defense  anal- 
vit  w!-h  the  Hand  Corpora- 
tion ElisS'T^  hopes  thar  his 
"noDviot»nt  civil  disobedi- 
ence" will  inspire  a  national 
ca:har5is  of  tru'.h  telling' 
aboui  the  lor.^  uar  in  lado- 
cbina. 

■■(  ct'nain'.^  hope  this  witi 
help  end  the  ^^ar,"  he  'aid 
tn  an  inier\icw  afterwards- 
■"1  hope  I'.  CTei  beyond  the 
preseni  I  hope  it  ui!!  keep 
other  Vieinatns  from  hap- 
pening" 

Wh:!e  ElUh^r::  concedes 
■  that  he  d.d  r.  i.^^is  ckies  not 
by  any  .T.^'ani  settle  :he 
criminal  cj=e  aiainst  hin. 
The  espionage  'a*  requires 
the  goverr.T'.""'!  tr>  ^ho*.  not 
onl\  thaV  a  defendant  mis- 
used ?ec~et  ^iivernmen'.  doc- 
uxi  n".=  bi^:  ai50  ttiat  he  had 
reason  tt  h-'iie^e  uhe  se- 
crets, cou'd  be  uS'*d  to  the 
inyjry  ft  '*-.e  Lni'ed  States 
or  to  ire  2:i\3r.'.a^e  of  any 
forein  n-^:  •  r. " 

Ellsberr  »r.3  wcrked  as  a 
Pentagon  s'rai^sist  when 
the  i.'  S.  involvement  in 
\i''!nax  i*.T-  esrala;  nc  i~. 
ISio-r  j=; >•■:-.'!  '^r:  :.''e  lea^i 
di''  "■—  .TtKt^cn  the  requ:re- 
men:s  nf  ^h.-  sialuie. 

■nv,'.-v:-.  ■  he  =a:  I.  'i 
c  dn  :  ■)-.  r\  •.".ere  wa's  a  '■\r.. 
.>  zaZi'  :n  th.-  (iocunenti 
that  vnji:!c1  dn  ira\e  rtan>3-e 
!■>  tr.e  nat.ori!  inte-"**?  "f  i 
«.-■■'•■'-.:  i.a.e  released 
.-,  ..n  ■■ 

Sevcraffif  ;hp  \'  volumes 
deal  "AJih  nc^oiiaiions  bv 
the  Johnson  admimstrauon 
with  Hanoi,  Mosco*  and 
other  jcrre'::n  cap;Uls.  but 
Ellsbers:  said.  -None  of 
those  studies  were  given  to 
any  ne'Aspa:)ers  That  was  a 
deliberate  decision  on  my 
part  The>  Aere  zi\cn  to  the 
Senate  Forei2n  Relations 
Committee  uhich  could  de 
cide  for  il^lf  whether  to 
make  them  public  " 

So.  if  he  is  brought  to 
trial.  EUsae.'-j's  defence 
would  deal  both  with  his 
own  molives  and  with  the 
nature  of  the  classifted 
documents  whether  Ihey 
were  seur."-:?  kept  from  the 
enemy  or  from  the  Amen 
can   public,   the   same  -.siue 


•A^.-h  IS  ^fore  ift  jjpreme 
•-vjrt  la  the  iovernrren's 
attempt  to  *'op  newspapers 
fr  .,•:'  print. nj  anv  mo'e  am 
V  •  -  dhuui  i.Te  nolic-  -a-><"-5 

Justice  D-,-partmert  la-- 
>er5  have  already  c<>-'-»(3ed 
that.  :;  the  sovemir.eni  'oses 
in  Ihe  Supreme  ^^  ..-'..  it 
would  make  a  cnrp"-.:  ^,ro«- 
ec'jt.on  a^a;ns;  Eilsber? 
more  dLff.cuiL 

The  profesior'i  public 
avowal  today  addj  ^n-*ber 
ep;c  dimens;oo  to  the  w^'.b 
episode  of  the  Vietnaa  pa- 
pers They  have  already 
raised  deep  and  complicated 
questions  about  freedom  of 
the  press,  about  the  :zr.  r.rn- 
m*nt  decision  making  whicb 
leads  to  war.  about  the  ade- 
quacy of  the  go'^r^eot's 
security  classificauon 

To  all  of  these,  Ellsberg 
now  adds  the  conflict  of  per- 
sonal conscience  venui  tb* 
govemmeofs  Uw»  wil*i  the 
many  le^al  and  moral  quev 
tiops  which  are  attached. 

He  did  not  loott  much  like 
a  fugitive  this  mcrrr'"?  when  , 
he  and  hu  wife  Patricia  ar-  1 

n^eo  in  a  taxi  at  the  Oldi 
Pest  Office  Building  in 
downtown  Boston,  promptly 
at  10  a  m  as  prpr*'<?'i  For 
the  ra^t  two  --^tas  neither 
4he  FST  nor  the  press  had 
been  able  to  find  him  A 
warrant  for  h's  arrest  was 
issued  early  Saturday  morn- 
ins 

He  was  in  tne  Boston  area 
all  the  ame.  EUsberg  ex- 
plained, moving  occasional- 
ly from  cae  person's  home  to 
anoLher.  sorrelimes  staying 
with  'friends  we  didn't 
know."  an  underground 
shuttle  reminiscent  of  Fath- 
er Daniel  Bemcan.  the 
Ciijiolic  raui^al  priest  who 
eluded  the  FBI  'or  months 
that  way. 

Greeted  by  bis  lawyers. 
Har\ard  law  professors 
Leonard  Boudio  and  Charles 
Nesson.  Ellsberg  and  his 
wife  were  nearly  crushed 
with  enthusiasm,  One  post- 
er proclaimed  'W  gold  star 
molher  thanks  you.  Dan  " 
Another  comaeoted  on  the 
cnmlnal  charge  against  him: 
'Star  spangled  1984" 

The  apoiaudm^  crowd  of 
several  hundred  Included 
three  inteHectual  stalwarts 
of  the  antiwar  movpraent, 
radical  historian  Howard 
Zinn.  .\obel  biolopst  George 
^^ald  and  iin_ruisi  Noam 
Chomsky  .\lso  there  to 
ereet  their  o'd  inend  wert 
Sam  Brown,  a  leader  in  the 
.\Toratorium  peace  demon- 
strauons.  and  the  Rev  John 
Boyies.  a  college  chaplain 
trotn  Haverford.  Fa.,  who 
married  the  EUsbergs  last 
AugusL 

FBI  agents  according  to 
the  L'.S  -\ttorney  here,  had 
canducted  'an  intensive 
search"  for  Eltsbere  over 
the  weeJteod  without  suc- 
cess This  mornir?.  they 
were  cieann::  the  way  for 
him  through  the  crowd. 

Elisber?  seemed  pleased, 
thouuh  a  little  startled  by 
the  :r.iecs!ty  o:  the  moment 
His  face  IS  thfn  and  serious 
with  dark  ha;r  that  :s  gray- 
ing in  a  dist;nrjiThed  way. 
He  was  dres^eil  in  a  dark 
blue  and  ptr;tripe  suit,  the 
uniform  of  the  foreign  policy 
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world  he  u  a  part  i^^  :,.j 
r:3nr.er  throu^^out  i>3a  coil 
and  dellberai?  is  if  ::?  ^,;; 
be^n  thialiiz;:  ;or  so~-  '  ~c 

^bOUt      chat       ■■•      TZ  —  Z     ZZy 

T.>.en  lhl3  moirent  irrivcd, 
'  I  Unj&  tbe  acUDQ  on  my 
own  iBin-*:*-;."  *•'  't'-*  :"-.« 
crowd.  X  am  prepared  for 
all  consequences."  His  wL'" 

z~\l\nz  zi  tlie  crush  of 
people  and  mlcToptiooes. 
said.  "I'ui  ucuiiiu  biui  all  the 
wav.  rm  very  prond  of  him." 

"Jliberg  was  brought  before 
?.Iafci5trate  Peler  Prind  on 
the  warranl,  Isssed  hy  a 
in'and  jury  In  Los  Angeles, 
charsinf  that  he  had  *^»- 
ej'^cKied  posseision-of  the 
EOTem:i)ent  doojmenta,  a 
v:o'ilion  ot  TiiJe  18.  SecUoo 
793-E  of  the  U-S.  Code. 
The  eovTrnment  alleges 
that  Ellabers  look  the  vol- 
Mizti  of  classified  docuaients 
from  the  Band  Corp.'s  office 
In  Santa  Monica,  Calif., 
nh«n  he  was  still  worlung 
there  In  1969  and  made  per- 
sonal copies  on  a  Xerox  cia- 
chine  The  warrant  does  not 
::ccjse  him  of  distributing 
the  papers  to  other  "aoau- 
Ihonied  persons"  such  as 
The  New  York  Times.  The 
'tVas.'^iaston  Post  and  other 
cears  papers. 

An  iiili'jsni  VS  ai;omey. 
Lawrence  P-  Cotien,  *Lked 
the  Judge  to  set  bond  at 
•■'"C30  and  require  a  cash 
deposit  He  cited  both  ihe 
"se\-enTy  of  the  crime"  and 
the  fact  that  imberg  fiad 
sut-ceufully  eluded  federal 
a£enis  for  the  past  two  days. 
This  shows."  the  eo\ern 
ment  lawvers  said,  ih-i 
fendar:  has  the  re50ur, ,  . 
bolh  financial  as  weU  as 
otherwise,  to  remain  In  hid- 
ing and  frustrale  the  proc- 
esses of   Ihis  court  ' 

Boud I n,  \fc ho  has  been  a 
deiense  lawyer  in  o:her  cele 
braied  anU-war  cases,  argued 
[hat  nothing  in  Ellsber^'s 
personal  history"  suggests 
that  he  cannot  be  ir-sied  to 
appear  He  re\Le^»ed  his 
clients  bacV^round— 6umma 
cum  laude  graduate  o'.  ha.-' 
\ard,  former  rifle  compan> 
commander  in  the  Marines 
top  security  clearance  at 
Rand  and  the  Pentagon,  for- 
mer Suie  D^pi^.T^"'  cff;- 
c<al  In  Vietnam,  now  a  senior 
.  research  associate  at  MlTs 
Center  for  InternaUonaJ 
S>  Lidies  He  has  no  pnor 
criminal  record,  so  Boudia 
argued  that  the  professo- 
should  be  released  on  r.;; 
own  recogmiance.  but  the 
ma!;:5trate  challenged  that 
argument. 

'  Assuming  that  these 
charees  might  be  proven  " 
Princi  said,  "that  would  in- 
dicate U>  me  at  least  an  in- 
sensiuvity  to  something  of 
great  :mportjuice  to  this  na- 
tion— the  nation's  secrets. 
^\ould  he  not,  might  he  not 
be  also  inseoiiUve  to  bis  ob- 
ligation to  appear  at  his  trial 
tf  he  found  things  were  not 
goinc  the  way  he  wanted 
them  to'" 


Boudin  went  on  to  claim 
that  the  surrender  on  Mon- 
day irornlag  rather  than 
earlier  was  intended  to 
avoid:  "a  fanfare  of  publici- 
ty, comic  opera  or  tragic 
opera  «a  It  may  be.  hand- 
cuffs and  so  on  which,  I  re- 
gret to  say  from  my  recent 
experience,  some  ageoU  ar« 
capable  of." 

The  magiatrate  objected  to 
that  toa  "If  you  didn't  want 
a  Roman  holiday."  he  said, 
'it  could  have  been  avoided. 
The  court  was  on  duty  all 
weekend  waiting  for  some 
nio\«;  ffm  you." 

Pnnci     also     objected     ', 
Boudin's  argtimeoi  that  the 
charge  was  less  serious  than 
In  other  antiwar  cas«  he  has 
defended  where  no  bond  was 
required,    stich    as    the   con- 
spiracy   tnal     of    Dr     Ben- 
jamin  Spoct  The  magistrate 
repbed.   "U   the   documents 
are  top  secret  and  be  had 
unauthorized    possession.    I 
think    that   is   very   serious. 
These  secrets  belong  to  the 
people  of  the  Ucuted  Slates 
and  not  to  one  udivlduaL" 

"That,  of  course,"  Is  one 
of  the  fundamental  ques- 
UOQS  we  Will  have  al  Issue." 
said  defense  lawyer  Nessoo. 

The  deffiDdant  himself 
then  addressed  the  judge. 
waving  as;de  the  suggestion 
that  Boudia  mi^ht  be  made 
responsible  for  his  appear- 
ance al  future  hearings.  "I 
must  asi  that  j-ou  accept  m.!. 
personal  responsibility." 
Ellsberg  said. 

"Weil,  doctor."  the  magis- 
trate replied.  "I'm  Eoing  to 
uke  vou  at  your  word.  I'm 
taking  the  responsibility  on 
this  side"  He  aiiowed  E)ls- 
berg  to  si:n  for  his  own  re- 
lease without  having  to  post 
cash  or  property  The  next 
hearing  was  set  for  July  15 
on  the  question  cf  xcsuuioj^ 
Ellsberg  to  the  CaJifoniia 
district  where  the  charge 
ongLoated. 

Back  on  the  street  and 
free  to  return  home.  Ellsberg 
told  reporters  he  Is  pleased 
With  the  results  of  what  be 
has  done. 

"I'm  very  very  pleased  th» 
way  ihe  newspapers  have 
acted  to  defend  the  First 
Amendment, "  he  sa;d-  "As  a 
matter  of  fact,  its  been  a 
long  lime  such  I've  bad  so 
much  hope  for  the  insiitu- 
uons  of  this  ctmnlry — hope 
that  we  can  free  ourselvea 
ffSfff  Oil'?  i'if  n',Vn  i  see 
how  Uie  press  and  courts 
ha\e  responded  lo  their  re- 
sponsibihty  in  def  en  d  ing 
iheir  nghis,  i  m  ven  hope- 
ful as  a  cituen  - 

.\  while  later  he  waa 
standin;j  barefoot  on  his 
front  porrh  on  Hii;iard 
Street  m  Cambridge,  chat- 
'■^2  With  several  rt-poners 
abjL.;  his  own  ronrept  ol 
persona:  responsibtjm  He 
oi.ects  :o  the  -ress  tharac- 
■-er.zaiions  cf  himsrlf  as  an 
antiwar  fanatic-  tortured 
h.\  his  o'An  auilt  for  helpmi: 
'n  plan  and  precute  the 
\.    S  invohem?-;. 


i  r?  ■  rr.p'.f  fart  is  that  I 
ha^?  r,?'  evpf  felt  tortured 
hv  gL  't  ■  he  said  calmlv 
■  The  iti.id  of  ihings  that  I 
do  blaT.e  myself  for  is  no: 
InforrajRg  m>self  earUer 
than  I  d;d  about  the  ongins 
of  the  conflict  and  the  com- 
plex  political  nature  of  the 
conflict  I  operated  on  the 
same  stereotypes  as  erery- 
one  el5e  ~ 

After  hi)  two  years  in  L'le 
^a--  zone.  EUsberg  ca.-ne 
home  ;n  1567  -anth  doubts 
about  Ihe  stereotypes"  but 
he  said  mat  nothing  had 
more  i:-p2ct  on  changing  his 
view-s  than  r-sdlng  the 
massive  Pentagon  study 
which.  In  hia  \iiw,  shows 
that  the  highest  government 
officials  repeatedly  bed  to 
Ihe  public  as  they  deepened 
V  S    Involvement 

"That's  driven  me  since 
then  Is  that  this  knowledge 
gave  jT.e  a  responnbiLty," 
Ellsherp  said.  ".Vow  that  I 
know  thJj.  what  does  this 
call  on  xe  to  do'"* 

In  the  last  year  cr  so,  he 
has  TT.ade  repeated  public 
sialeinents  charging  that 
high  oi/idals  bad  engaged 
in  the  cnme  of  committing 
aggressive  war  In  Vietnam, 
and  discinlng  his  own  com- 
plicity. However,  he  said, 
"Laifan?  the  tpid  of  evi- 
dence that  has  now  been 
made  public.  I  couldnt  say 
that  X.  Y  and  Z  are  crimi- 
nala" 

.\  neizhbor  m  the  apart- 
ment ho'jie  off  Harvard 
Square  interrupted  the  in- 
.erview  :o  lake  out  her  gar- 
bage Ei:?berg  s  two  friends. 
Brown  azd  Soyies.  went  out 
for  sandjfciches 

"I've  wanted  for  a  couple 
of }  ears  ;o  nuse  the  issue  of 
personal  re^ponsibiiit:--,'*  EUs- 
ber^  explaiaed,  "not  with  the 
Lntenijon  to  punish  any  indi- 
vidi3als-  bat  to  make  r»<*  «&_ 

rent  ofrc:3!5  aware  of  their 
responi:btli*.;es.  to  raise  the 
awareress  ot  the  public  and 
the  s'-ardard  of  -.rhat  L'ley 
demand   cf   their  oL^idals." 


In  the  fail  of  1369.  he  sadd. 
he  pravided  a  set  of  the 
documents  to  the  SeaatB 
Forei»D  Rebtioas  Comait- 
lee.  hoomv  t>3t  they  wotiid 
becoa*  public.  Last  year, 
the  committee  asked  th» 
Pentagon  to  provide  it  witii 
a  set  of  the  papers  and  was 
tiirned  down.  Sometime  ear- 
lier this  yc*r  aisberg  mad* 
the  decision  to  go  to  the 
press,  fullv  rsare  that  It 
might  meao  a  prison  term 
for  him 

Because  of  his  Pentagon 
experience,  he  eiplained,  he 
was  fully  aware  of  the  strict 
security  rules  the  Defense 
Departmeo:  maintains  for 
its  own  eT'rrees  and  he 
asaurred  uiccrrectly  that  aU 
of  these  admiaistrative  re^o- 
1»lioaj  'arg~lflCprporJted~iir 
the  law  covering  all  citizens, 
"liook  it  for  ^raated."  he 
said,  -that  I  would  he  sub- 
ject to  successful  criru^al 
prosecution.  i  "l-x^ys  islend- 
ed  to  taA«  rerpoar.bUity  for 
this — to  preclucie  'r!;nda  of 
mine  fro^i  teinj  suspected •* 
EUsberg  said  he  would 
have  cotze  icrxzrti  looser 
but  he  f?ired  Ihjt  idec^y- 
ing  himself  2s  the  sotirce 
might  i3!erf?re  with  the 
newspapers'  ca^e  :^;L-Jt  the 
federal  injuacticTis.  In  the 
e=d,  he  csnplai^ed.  U:e  Jto- 
ticB  Depart.-:] en */s  chsrje 
forced'  him  into  ihe  open. 

Ellsberg  said  he  hopes  now 
that  Americans  wtll  read  the 
documents  and  make  their 
own  judgments  about  what 
the\-  say  "There's  a  time  for 
aci-nc.  there's  a  time  for 
reaoina  -ad  learning."  he 
said. 

That  Is  how  Daniel  Ell»- 
ber3  defines  his  motives. 

■  Vou  know  what  Gandhi's 
term  is  for  w  bat  is  otherwise 
ralbid  P'-virtlenl  civ-il  dts- 
obedf"  -  •  ie  cal>d  it  'Sal- 
vaJiraha  '  That  means.  Truth 
force.' 

'The  people  always  focus 
on  the  nonviolent  aspect  of 
this  Candhian  approach  but, 
in  facl.  the  theme  of  honesty 
and  openness  was  at  least 
as  strcn?  as  the  nonviolence. 
The  courts,  the  press,  the 
Congress— all  together  have 
been  cooperating  ia  a  mas- 
sive effort  at  truth  telling." 


41-586   O  -  74  -  7 


(615) 


32.  2     UNITED  STATES  V.   ELLSBERG  INDICTMEST,   JUNE  28,   19? J 
1 

2 
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7 

8  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 

9  I  FOR  THE  CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA 

10  March  1971  Grand  Jury 

rv  <">  l:  / 

11  UIJITED  STATES   OF   A^EHICA,  )        NO.    li.'J-± ^CD 

12  Plaintiff,       )        INDICTMENT 

13  V.  j        [l8  U.S.C.   §  793(e):      Unauthorized 

1  FossesGion  of  Defense   Infomatlonj 

14  DANIEL  ELLSBERG,  ) 

)        [l8  U.S.C.   §  641:      Conversion 

15  Defendant.      )  of  Government  Property] 

16  ' 

17  The  Grand  Jury  charges: 

18  Count  One 

19  tl8  U.S.C.  §  793(e)] 

20  That  on  various  dates  within  the  period  from  In  or 

21  about  September,  I969,  to  In  or  about  October,  I969,  the  exact 

22  dates  being  to  the  Grand  Jury  unknown,  within  the  Central  Dis- 

23  trict  of  California,  DANIEL  ELLSBERG  having  unauthorized 

24  possession  of,  access  to,  and  control  over  copies  of  certain 

25  documents  and  writings  relating  to  the  national  defense, 

26  which  docunents  and  writings  were  originally  contained  in 

27  separately  bound  volumes  of  sets  consisting  of  forty-seven 

28  ('17)  and  eighteen  (18)  volumes  respectively,  of  xerox  copies 

29  of  a  study  entitled  "United  States  -  Vietnam  Relations,  19'*5- 

30  1957",  jon:;lotins  of  descriptive  text,  cablogranis,  merioranda, 

31  docislon  naocrs  and  other  internal  Executive  Branch  documents. 


all  but  one  of  -wliich  docuraents  v/ci-o  cla.^;;if]cil  Top  occi-c-t, 

-  1  - 
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i| 

1  the  remalninE  document  belnr;  classified  Confidential;  did 

2  !|   viillfully,  loiowinGly  aud  unlavjfully  retain  the  same  and  fail 

3  ji   to  deliver  them  to  the  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States 

4  i:   entitled  to  receive  them. 

5  I;  Count  Tv.-o 

6  l!  [18  U.S.C.  §  6i*l] 
That  on  various  dates  nithin  the  period  from  in  or 

about  September,  196g,  to  In  or  about  October,  1959,  the  exact 
9    dates  being  to  the  Grand  Jury  unkjio'.vn,  within  the  Central  Dis- 

10  trict  of  California,  DAJIIEL  ELLSBERG  did  v;illfully,  knowingly 

11  and  vjil2\ifully  convert  to  his  ov.n  use  copies  of  certain  documents 

12  and  writings,  which  docunents  and  writings  were  originally 

13  contained  in  separately  bound  volunes  of  sets  consisting  of 

14  forty-seven  (^7)  and  eighteen  (13)  volumes  respectively,  of 

15  xerox  copies  of  a  study  entitled  "United  States  -  Vietnam 
Relations,  19'^5-1967",  consisting  of  descriptive  text,  cablegrams, 
memoranda,  decision  papers  and  other  internal  Executive  Branch 
documents,  the  aforesaid  documents  and  I'lrltings  being  things  of 
value  of  the  United  States  having  a  value  in  excess  of  one 
hundred  dollars  ($100.00). 

A  TRUE  BILL 
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33.     In  the  two  weeks  following  .the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers 
the  President  met  at  various  meetings  with  Haldeman,  Ehrlichman,  Kissinger 
and  Colson.   According  to  Ehrlichman  and  Colson  the  participants  at  these 
meetings  discussed  the  adverse  effect  of  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers  upon  national  security  and  foreign  policy  and  considered  the  pos-  - 
sibility  that  Daniel  Ellsberg,  identified  as  the  probable  source  of  the 
published  papers,  possessed  additional  sensitive  information  that  he 
might  disclose.   During  this  period.  White  House  staff  members  were  told 
by  Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the  Internal  Security  Division 
that  some  or  all  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  had  been  delivered  to  the  Soviet 
Embassy  on  June  17,  1971. 

Page 

33.1  John  Ehrlichman  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Ehrlichman 

,  ,   April  26,  1974,  1-4 ;   ^^^ 

33.2  Charles  Colson  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Ehrlichman 

April  29,  1974,  1-9 [_   ^,4 

33.3  Memorandum  from  Charles  Colson  to  John  Ehrlichman, 

July  13,  1971  (received  from  l^mite  House)  .' 533 

33.4  Memorandum  of  conversation,  July  24,  1971  (received 

from  White  House)  ^-^c 

33.5  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President  and 
Charles  Colson,  June  14  to  July  20,  1971  (received  from 

White  House)  ,^„ 

o Jo 

33.6  Meetings  and  conversations  between  the  President  and 
John  Ehrlichman,  June  14  to  July  10,  1971  (received 

from  White  House)  g,  o 
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C 


^,-L      77-tt^'    /J-i" 


ya^^jj  .'^ 


IN    THE    UNITED    STATES    DISTRICT   tOUP.T 

FIL£3 


FOR   THE    DISTRICT   OF   COLUriBIA 


^^  2Q  Wi 


CR.    CASE   NO.    74-116     (Judge   Gesell)  jamss  r     DA-'^c  \ 

CSZ3X  I 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN  EHRLICHMAN,  et  al.. 
Defendants 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN 

DISTRICT      ) 

OF  )  SS: 

COLUMBIA      ) 

JOHN   D.    EHRLICEJMAN,    being   duly   svrarn,    on   oath   deposes 
and    says: 

The    following   narrative   account  of   the   formation  and 
authorization   of  the   investigation  of   the   theft   of   the   Pentagon 
Papers   and   subsequent   events,    going   to  the.  question   of   the 
President's   instructions,    authorization   and  approval,    is  mada 
in    response   to    the  Court's    request   of  April    19,    1974. 


The    Pentagon    Papers   Theft: 

In  mid-June,    1971,    it   was   learned   at   the  \vhite   House 
that    part   of   the   47-volume    secret    study  of    the   Viet    Nam  Kar 
had   been    copied    and    delivered   to    the   New  York   Times   and   other 
papers . 


NOTE:     THE  COMPLETE  TEXT  OF  THE  EHSLICHMAN  AFFIDAVIT  lb  REPRINTED 
ABOVE  AT  PARAGRAPH  31.4 
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in  the  week  or  ten  days  thereafter,  I  paxticipated  in- 
several  meetings  with  the  President  and  Henry  Kissinger.  The 
latter  told  us  about  Daniel  Ellsberg  (known  to  have  been  the 

We  were  told  he  was  a  fanatic,  knovm  to  be  a  drug  abuser 
and  in  knowledge  of  very  critical  defense  secrets  of  current 
validity,  such  as  nuclear  deterrent  targeting. 

Having  never  heard  of  Ellsberg  before  the  theft  of  the 
Papers,  my  impression  from  Kissinger's  description  \>ras  that  the 
Nation  was  presented  with  a  very  serious  potential  security 
problem  beyond  the  theft  of  the  largely  historical  Pent.jon  Papers 
I  later  learned  that  the  Papers  themselves  were  believed  by  de- 
fense experts  to  contain  vital  secrets. 

Dr.  Kissinger  told  the  President  that  the  theft  nade  very 
difficult  our  foreign  relations  with  Allies  with  whom  we  shared 
classified  information. 

In  these  meetings  both  the  President  and  Dr.  Kissinger 
were  obviously  deeply  concerned.   The  latter  was  quite  agitatpd 


The  President  made  very  clear  his  instructions  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  should  seek  restraLnt  of  publication  of 
the  Papers  and  should  vigorously  investigate  to  determine  those 
guilty  of  their  theft  and  compromise.   I  transmitted  his  in- 
structions to  the  Attorney  General  and  I  believe  he  did  so 
j  directly  on  several  occasions. 
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The  flooarent  Conspiracy: 

As  the  Justice  Department  investigation  proceeded,  I 
heard  or  was  told  several  times  that  Elisberg  was  a  part  of  a 
conspiracy. 

On  July  6,  19  71,  the  President  and  I  met  with  the  At- 
torney General.   He  told  us  that  he  believed  Elisberg  had  Com- 
munist ties  and  was  part  of  a  conspiracy.   The  Pres-ident  said, 
in  substance,  that  we  must  learn  who  was  involved  and  quickly 
bring  them  to  justice. 

At  around  the  same  time,  the  Assistant  Attorney  Genecal 
for  internal  security  called  me  to  advise  that  an  "intercept" 
established  that  some  or  all  of  the  Papers  had  been  delivered  to 
the  Soviet  Embassy  here.   I  told  the  President  of  this  call. 

F.B.I,  reports  (which  I  either  saw  or  was  told  of)  sug- 
gested that  a  group  in  Massachusetts  had  caused  the.  Papers  to 
be  duplicated  in  Cambridge;  one  of  them  was  believed  to  be  an 
employee  of  the  New  York  Times.   Elisberg  worked  in  California 
at  the  time.   I  told  the  President  of  this  F.B. I.  .advice. 

The  F.B.I.: 

For  some  months  prior  to  June,  1971,  and  virtually  until 
his  death,  J.  Edgar  Hoover  was  the  object  of  the  President's 
criticism  on  a  number  of  grounds:   The  F.B.I.  Director  refused 
to  enlist  the  Bureau  in  the  Administration's  effort  to  suppress 
Narcotics  Traffic;  the  President  was  kpown  to  feel  that  the  F.,3,r. 
effort  against  domestic  sabotage  and  violonco  w:>s  ip.:;dcq^iate;  a 
file  containing  a  complete  catalogue  of  problems,  marked  "The 
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company  Director"  exists  in  the  possession  of  the  Governr:-.ent. 

In  late  June  and  early  July,  the  F.3.I.  effort  in  the 
I  Pentagon  Papers  case  was  the  subject  of  Assistant  Attorney 
General  Mardian's  strong  criticism.   On  his  assumption  of  re- 
sponsibility in  raid-July,  Mr.  Krogh  joined  in  that  criticism. 

During  this  period  the  Attorney  General  advised  ms,  and 
I  told  the  President,  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  disciplined  one  of 
the  F.B.I. 's  top  officials  for  ordering  an  F.B.I,  interview  of 
Ellsberg's  father-in-law.   The  disciplinary  papers  are  known  by 
me  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Government. 

It  is  against  this  background  that  the  Young-Krogh  unit 
was  established  by  the  President  and  expressly  gi.'^n  the  job  of 
investigating  Ellsberg. 


The  Genesis  of  The  Unit: 

On  July  2,  1971,  the  President  instructed  me: 

(1)  To  recruit  someone  to  take  full  responsibility 
to  "handle  the  Ellsberg  case,"  or  words  of 
that  substance,  and  to  take  charge  of  the 
investigation  of  the  conspiracy; 

(2)  To  propose  Richard  Allen,  formerly- of  the 
Kissinger  staff,  to  do  so,  or  seek  alternate 
candidates,-  and 

(3)  To  "stick  with  domestic  matters"  myself,  finding 
someone  with  whom  the  President  could  work 
directly  on  the  leak  problem. 
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UNITED   STATES   DISTRICT   COURT 

FOR  THE   DISTRICT   OF   COLUMBIA  FILED 


UNITED   STATES   OF   AMERICA 


APR  2  9  1374 
JAMES.  E.  UAVty,  Clark 


Criminal  No.  74-116 


JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN,  et  al. 
Defendants 


.  AFFIDAVIT 
District  of  Colianbia,  ss.  : 


CHARLES  W.  COLSON,  being  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says: 

1.    I  submit  this  affidavit  pursuant  to  the  Court's 
Order  of  April  19,  1974,  and  in  support  of  my  Motion  for  Dis- 
.  CO very , pursuant  to  Rule"  16  of  the  Federal  Rules  of  Criminal 
'  Procedure. 


2.    I  was  in  several  meetings  with  the  President  in 
the  period  following  the  publication  in  the  Press  of  the  "Pentagon 
Papers"  in  the  New  York  Times,  the  Washington  Post  and  other 
papers .   The  Presidential  logs  show  meetings  and  telephone  Ci'lls 
between  the  President  and  me  (sometimes  with  others  present)  on 
the  following  dates:   June  15,  16.  17,  23.  25,  28,  29,  30.  July 
1  and  July  ?  1971.   During  that  period  (I  cannot  establish  which 
of  the  afo.  .^mentioned  meetings  or  calls  are  relevant  although  I 
believe  many  are)  the  President  repeatedly  emphasized  the  tremen- 
dous gravity  of  the  leaks  and  his  concern,  that  Ellsberg  and/or 
Ellsberg's  associates  might  continue  the  pattern.   I  can  remember, 
the  President  saying  on  a  number  of  occasions  that  if  the  leaks 
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were  to  continue,  there  could  be  no  "credible  U.  S.  foreign 
policy"  and  that  the  damage  to  the  Govemment  an3  to  the  national 
secrrity  at  a  very  sensitive  time  would  be  severe.-  He  referred 
to  many  of  the  sensitive  matters  that  were  then  either  being 
negotiated  or  considered  by  the  Administration,  e.g. ,  SALT,- 
Soviet  detente,  the  Paris  peace  negotiations  and  his  plans  for 
ending  the  sWar  in  Vietnam.   (He  had  earlier  made  me  aware  of  his 
desire  to  visit  the  Peoples  Republic  of  China.)   During  the  twc 
weeks  following  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers ,  I  also 
met  with  Dr.  Kissinger,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  Mr.  Haldeman.   On 
several  occasions.  Dr.  Kissinger  would  arrive  at  our  meeting  having 
just  come  from  meeting  with  the  President.   Dr-.  Kissinger  was      i 
even  more  alarmed  over  the  leaks  than  the  President.   He  believed 
that  the  leaks  must  be  stopped  at  all  costs,  that  Ellsberg  miist 
be  stopped  from  making  further  disclosures  of  classified  infor- 
mation, and  that -those,  acting  in  concert  with  him  must  be  stopped. 
Dr  Kissinger  also  reported  on  Ellsberg' s  private  habits  and  certain 
of  his  activities  in  Vietnam.   I  had  the  clear  impression  that 
Dr.  Kissinger  was  reacting  to  conversations  he  had  had  at  various 
times  with  the  President;  basically  his  concern  was  verv  similar 
to  the  President's:   that  Ellsberg' s  activities  or  the  activities 
ot  those  acting  with  him  or  pursuant  to  his  example,  could  under- 
im'ne  the  most  critical  and  sensitive  foreign  policy  negotiations. 
At  various  times  thereafter  both  the  President  and  Dr.  Kissinger 
voiced  their  great  concern  over  leaks  of  sensitive  inxormation 
that  could  undermine  vital  national  security  matters.   The  President 
from  time  to  time  expressed  his  dissatisfaction  with  the  agres- 
siveness  of  the  investigations  being  conducted  of  Dr.  Ellsberg  and 
others  (early  August  1971) . 
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3.  In  late  June  1971,  perhaps  June  28,  29.  30  or  evea 
July  1st  (the  Presidential  logs  are,  I  believe,  incomplete),  I 
had  several  discussions  with  the  President  regarding  the  possi- 
bility of  still  further  security  leaks.   During  at  least  one  of 
these  -discussions  Mr.  Haldeman  was  also  present.   On  that  occasion, 
the  President,  speaking  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  to  me,  said  in  effect: 

I  don't  give  a  damn  how  it  is  done,  do  whatever  has  to  be -done  to 
stop  these  leaks  and  prevent  further  unauthorized  disclosures;  I 
don't  want  to  be  told  why  it  can't  be  done.   This  Government  can- 
not survive,  it  cannot  function  if  anyone ~  can  run   out  and  leak, 
whatever  documents  he  wants  to.   We  will  be  destroyed  in  the 
negotations  that  we  have  underway  with  the  Soviet  Union;  we  will 
never  be  able  to  stand  up  against  the  Soviet  Union;  people's  lives 
.are  at  stake  in  Vietnam.   I  want  to  know  who  is  behind  this  ana 
I  want  the  most  complete  investigation  that  can  be  conducted. 
At  one  po.int  the  President  asked  Mr.  Haldeman  whether  the  White 
House  had  the  capacity  to  handle  this.   Haldeman  said  it  was  being 
established.   The  President  went  on:   I  want  to  know  how  and 
why  the  "counter-government"  is  at  work.   If  we  do  not  stop 
them,  if  we  do  not  find  out  who  is  involved  and  why,  we  will  en- 
danger everything  that  this  Government  is  trying  to  do  in  the 
most  sensitive  foreign  policy  and  national  security  areas.   I 
don't  want  excuses,  I  want  results.   I  want  it  done,  whatever 
the  cost. 

4.  During  this  period,  as  in  all  other  periods,  the 
President  had  a  habit  of  making  memoranda  at  night  for  Mr.  Haldeman 
and  dictating  dictabelts  of  what  went  on  during  the  day.   Accord- 
ingly, during  the  period  of  mid-June  to  the  end  of  July  1971, 
there  should  be  notes  and  memos,  including  instructions  to  Mr. 
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Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  Dr.  Kissinger  and  others  dealing  with 

this  matter.   These  notes  and  memos  xvould  be  part  of  the  Staff 

Secretary's  files  or  Mr.  Haldeman's  files  or  Rose  Wood's  files. 

If  not,  they  would  be  found  in  the  files  of  the  secretary  in  Mr. 

Haldeman's  office  who  used  to   transcribe  these  belts  and  who  should 

have  kept  records  of  such  notes  and  memos.   Based  on  my  knowledge 

of  the  President's  habits,  I  believe  that  these  notes,  memos  and 

^inritten  instructions  should  be  somewhere  in. the  Presidential 

files. 


5.    After  the  Special  Investigations   Unit  was  established 
as  a  result  of  meetings  in  California .>  it  was  reported  to  me  by 
Messrs.  Ehrlichman  and  Krogh  that  the  President  had  ordered  the 
creation  of  such  a  unit,  that  it  was  to  be  located  in  the  base- 
ment of  the  EOB,  that  it  was  to  be  operated  under  super-secret 
conditions;  that  there  would  be  sterile  phones,  that  special  passes 
were  to  be  required  for  entry  and  that  all  of  this  was  consistent 
with  the  instructions  the  President  had  issued  to  stop  leaks 
of  classified  national  security  information.   I  was  told  the  uniC 
was  granted  a  broad  charter  to  coordinate  and  supervise  the  intel- 
ligence activities  of  all  agencies,  directed  to  preventing  leaks 
of  such  information.   I  thereupon  concluded  that  the  President 
had  impressed  upon  Messrs.  Ehrlichman  and  Krogh  the  same  instruc- 
tions he  had  given  to  Mr.  Haldeman  and  me  in  late  June,  and  in 
fact,  had  given  them  the  authority  and  charter  to  conduct  a  full- 
fledged  V;hite  House  investigation  in  concert  with  other  agencies 
such  as  the  FSI  and  the  CIA. 

6.    I  was  not  present  but  I  was  and  am  aware  of  at  least  three 
meetings  at  which  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  was  given  its 
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authorization.   One  was  on  July  is  on  a  helicopter  returning  from 
Los  Angeles  to  San  Clemente  following  Che  President's  annoucement 
of  Dr.  Kissinger's  trip  to  China.   Messrs.  Haldeman.  Ehrlichman, 
Kissinger  and  the  President  engaged  in  that  discussion.   There 
was  a -subsequent  meeting  on  July  17  in  San  Clemente,  to  which  Mr. 
Krogh  as  testified.   There  was  also  a  meeting  in  San  Clemente 
on  July  12  at  which  Mr.  Robert  Mardian  was  present.   There  was 
also  the  July  24th  meeting  with  the  President  in  Washington, 
attended  first  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  later  by  Mr.  Krogh.   I  know 
there  was  a  subsequent  meeting  between  the  President  and  J.  Edgar 
Hoover  at  which  the  charter  of  the  Special  Investigations  Unit 
was  discussed.   I  believe  that  there  were  similar  meetings 
with  Messrs.  Mitchell,  Helms,  Rogers  and  Laird  or,  if  the  President 
was  not  present,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  conducted  such  meetings  at  the 
President's  direction. 

7.    On  or   about  April  18,  1973,  at  the  suggestion  of  my 
counsel,  I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  concerning  the 
national  ......urity  restrictions,  if  any,  that  would  prevent  my  dis- 
cussing with  the  United  States  Attorney's  office  my  knowledge 
of  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  and  its  activities.   Mr. 
Ehrlichman  said  that  he  had  discussed  the  matter  with  the  President. 
According  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  the  President,  in  Mr.  Ehrlichman's 
presence,  had  telephoned  Assistant  Attorney  General  Henry  Peterson, 
at  which  time  the  President  told  Mr.  Peterson  that  he,  the  President. 
had  authorized  the  Special  Investigation  Unit  to  investigate 
Dr.  Ellsberg  on  national  security  grounds,  that  he  had  approved  the 
"Ellsberg  operation"  after  consultation  with  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  and 
that  Mr.  Peterson  should  not  pursue  the  matter  any  further.   Mr. 
Ehrlichman  then  told  me  that  the  national  security  restrictions 
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about  which  I  had  inquired  were  still  very  much  applicable  and 
that  I  was  not  at  liberty  to  discuss  the  matter  v»ith  the  United 
States  Attorney's  office  -  or  with  anyone  else. 

Contemporaneous  Knowledge 

8.    During  the  period  June  through  October  1971  and  prior 
thereto,  I  had  personal  knowledge  of  the  information  listed  below,, 
which  was  obtained,  in  whole  or  in  part,  either  from  seeing  par- 
ticular documents,  from  having  portions  of  such  documents  read 
to  me,  or  from  being  told  about  either  the  subject  matter  or  their 
contents.   It  is  impossible,  almost  three  years  after  the  fact, 
to  particularize  the  source  or  extent  of  my  contemporary  knowl- 
edge concerning  each  document  or  item  of  information  without 
access  to  the  documents  in  order  to  refresh  my  recollection. 

a.  re.ports  of  various  government  agencies  (i.e.  , 
DOD,  CIA,  FBI)  concerning  the  delivery  of 
"Pentagon  Papers"  to  agents  of  the  Soviet 
Union  or  other  foreign  governments; 

b.  reports  of  various  government  agencies  (i.e. , 
the  Internal  Security  Division,  Department 

of  Justice,  and  the  FBI)  concerning  the  suspicion 
that  Dr.  Ellsberg  was  acting  on  behalf  of  a 
foreign  government  in  releasing  classified  infor- 
mation to  the  public; 

c.  a  meeting  in  late  July  1971  at  which  the 
Attorney  General  reported  to  President  Nixon 
that  Dr.  Ellsberg  may  have  been  part  of  a 
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domestic  spy  ring; 


d.  CIA  and  FBI  reports  concerning  the  compromising 
of  a  CIA  agent  in  Pakistan  as  a  result  of  an 
August  13,  1971,  New  York  Times  dispatch; 

e.  a  report  prepared  by  Admiral  Noel  Guyler  and 
members  of  his  staff  detailing  the  damage  to 
the  national  security  which  could  be  expected 

to  result  fromthe  release  of  the  "Pentagon  Papers"; 

f.  a  June  14,  1971,  memorandum  from  J.  Fred  Buzhardt 
to  the  Attorney  General  detailing  the  national 
security  concerns  arising  from  unauthorized 
disclosures  of  classified  information; 

^g.    communications  from  foreign  governments  --  such 
as  Australia,  Canada  and  Britain  --  expressing 
concern  over  the  inability  of  the  United  States 
Government  to  prevent  unauthorized  disclosures  . 
of  classified  information; 

h.    communications  from  J.  Edgar  Hoover  to  Dr. 

Henry  Kissinger  expressing  the  view  that  certaiii. 
persons  leaking  information  to  Dr.  Ellsberg 
may  have  been  part  of  a  domestic  spy  ring; 

i.    National  Security  Study  Memorandum  No.  1  (NSSM-I)j 

j .    other  contingency  plans  for  military  operations  in 
South  East  Asia; 

tc.    Strategic  Intergrated  Operations  Plans  (SIOP's);^ 
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1     several  documents  silbtnitted  in  camera  to  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  in  connection  with  New  York  - 
Times  Company  v.  United  States,  403  U.S.  714  (1971), 
which  were  part  of  the  "Pentagon  Papers"  but  were 
never  published,  and  which  dealt  with  CIA  agents 
in  the  field,  U*-2  overflights  of  China,  and  de- 
coding information; 

m.    secret  negotiations  by  Dr.  Kissinger  in  Paris 
concerning  the  Vietnam  war; 

n.    secret  negotiations  concerning  a  trip  to 
China  by  President  Nixon; 

o.    secret  negotiations  in  connection  with  the 
Strategic  Arms  Limitation  Treaty;- 

j>.    a  1970  FBI  report  of  an  investigation  concerning 
the  compromise  or  theft  of  secrets  at  the  Rand 
Corporation; 

q.    reports  by  the  CIA  concerning  Dr.  Ellsberg's 
activities  in  Vietnam; 

r.    a  phsychological  profile  of  Dr.  Ellsberg  sup- 
plied by  the  CIA; 

s.    memoranda  or  the  records  of  Dr.  Kissinger  and 

other  national  security  counsel  staff  persons  con- 
cerning meetings  with  or  about  Dr.  t:ilsbcT{;; 

t    reports  by  various  government  agencies  concerning 
leaks  of  classified  national  security  information 
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during  the  period  1969  to  1971,  including  a  CIA 
sunmary  and  analysis  dated  October  J.971  submitted 
by  Director  Helms  to  the  White  House; 

u.    reports  by  various  government  agencies  concern- 
in  the  SALT  leak  of  1971,  including  polygraph 
tests  of  suspects,  reports  of  investigations, 
and  the  disposition  of  personnel  who  were 
identified  as  being  responsible; 

v.    numerous  conversations  between  Dr.  Kissinger, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  President  Nixon,  Mr. 
Ehrlichman,  Dr.  Ellsberg,  Secretary  Laird, 
Director  Helms  and  General  Haig,  on  the  other, 
concerning  the  SALT  leak  or  the  leak  of  thePentagon 
Papers  in  July  1971; 

w.    reports  by  government  agencies  concerning 

Dr.  Ellsberg' s  relationship  with  a  security 
officer  at  Rand  as  a  result  of  which  he  had 
gained  access  to  extensive  highly  classified 
strategic  information  and  SIOP's; 

X.    reports  of  contacts  between  the  CIA  and  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit  and  reports  of 
contacts  between  the  CIA  and 
tigations  Unit. 


CHARLES  W.  COLSON 


Sworn  before  me  this 
^fl^day   of  April,  1974. 

,  -NotarjidPubiic 

My  Camjnlaslon  Erel,.,  «„       v       -   — 
.^  .      "PiToa  Novi-mb«r  30,  J<)77 
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THE  V/HITE   HO'JSE  ^uM 

WASHINGTON  EYES  ONLY 


July  13,    1971  ^,,--7 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:  JOHN  EHRLIGHKIAN 

FROM:  CHARLES  COLSON  KaI^^ 

SUBJECT:  Further  on  Pentagon  Papers 

Per  our  conversation  last  week  I  have  briefed  Howard  K.    Smith, 
on  the'teasons"  as  to  why  the  Justice  Department  had  to  bring  tiie 
case  in  the  Pentagon  Papers.     I  have  also  gotten  this  out  to 
Jerry  terHorst.  PPO/J'^^ 

This  was  based  on  the  documents  you  and  I  talked  about.     I, 
of  course,    did  not  get  into  certain  key  specifics,   but  I  was  able 
to  get  across  the  general  framework  of  the  paper  involved.     It 
had  an  enormous  impression  on  both  of  them.     Srnith  wants  to 
try  to  tie  it  together  as  a  commentary,    if  it  can  be  tagged  to 
some  news  event  in  the  near  future.     I  think  we  will  see  some 
playback  from  this  that  should  be  very  helpful  in  getting  across 
cur  point  as  to  why  the  Justice  Department  moved  as  it  did. 

During  the  conversation  with  Smith  he  asked  v/hether  there  was 
any  truth  to  the  fact  that  the  Pentagon  Papers  were  delivered  to 
the  Soviet  Embassy.  I  told  him  that  I  had  heard  this,  but  that  I 
could  not  establish  it  as  fact.  As  you  and  I  know  there  is  truth 
to  it.  Laskey  wrote  a  column  about  it  v/hich  got  the  predictable 
reaction  because  of  the  author.  Smith  said  that  if  it  is  true  he 
would  like  to  use  it.  My  question  to  you  is,  do  v/e  v/ant  hiin  to? 
It  could  be  a  helpful  story  as  vvfe  develop  the  Ellsberg  conspiracy, 

I  am  making  contact  with  the  key  Ichord  staff  member  in  the 
morning  and  will  report  the  progress  to  you. 

Hunt  is  with  Lansdale.     We  will  need  the  signal  from  you  as   soon 
as  possible  v/hether  any  of  that  information  should  be  let  out.      We 
■  vdll  also  need  to  think  about  Conein's  status,    i.  e.    do  v/e  put  him 
under  wraps  ?     There  are  some  very  strong  arguments  on  both  sides 

of  that  cuestion. 
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m. 

I  have  the  Hunt  Cuban  memoirs  which  are  fascinating  and  will 
proceed  v.-Lth  your  suggestion.     At  some,  point  vvre  will  have  to 
clear  v%-ith  the  CIA  which  has  one  copy. 

I  touched  base  today  with  Mardian  on  the  Koops  question.     That's 
it  for  the  rr .oment  on  this  end. 

cc:    H.  P..    Kaldeman 
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Tx;-    VVi-iiTL    flOUSE 

WAi  :i  I  X  G  T  O  >i 

July  24,    1971 


iMEMORArCDUM  OF  CONVERSATION  --  Thursday,    July  2Z.    1971 
Meetiiig  of  the  Sub-Committae  of  the  President's  Foreign  Intelligence 


Board  Ivlerr.bars  present  v/ere:     Franklin  Linciiln,    Gordon  Gray,   Dr.  Baker 

Members  of  the  PFLA.B  staff  present  were:    Byers,  Achateile,    Burke. 
In  addifcior>,   Russ  Ash  of  Mxe'FBiyat  in.  002477 

Fred  Buzhardt,    Counsel  to  the  Defense  Departrnent,   and 

Mr.    Mitchell  from  NSA  briefed  in  the  morning  between  10:00  and  11:00 

and  then  George  Carver  from  CIA  briefed  from  about  11:00  to 

12:30,   along  v/ith  Mr.    Huston,    Counsel  at  CIA,   and  Armand  Guise, 

Deputy  Director  of  Security. 

Much  of  \jx&  material  covered  by  Buzhardt,    Mitchell,    Carver, 
Guise  and  Huston  was  given  to  me  the  previous  day  in  my  talks  v/ith 
them  individually.      Various  questions  which  v/ere  brought  up  by 
the  Board  Members,   however,    have  been  noted  below  in  case  they 
might  generate  ideas  or  leads  for  us  in  our  overall  project.     The 
inost  persistent  questioner  and  most  concerned  to  me  seemed  to  be 
Cordon  Gray.     He  said  that  ho  wanted  everyone  first  to  knovv^  that 
he  v/as  a  trustee  v/ith  Brookings  and  that  soon  he  ■would  be  going  on 
the  Executive  Committee.     He  found  this  v/hole  episode  very  disturbing 
andhe  —wasn't  too  sure  about  his  own  position  and  v/hether  there  v/as 
a  conflict  of  interest  ■\^'ith  his  learning  about  the  participation  of 
Halperin  and  Gelve  who  are  now  at  Brookings  and  their  role  in  the 
study  itself. 

O.uestions  ?.ddres3ed  v-ere  as  foUov/s: 

Why  v.-ere  the  Pentagon  Papers  gi\en  to  R.and? 
V/'ho  paid  for  the  study  itself? 

V.'as   ?v=.r.d  paid  for  its  ov-n  study  on  the  Pentagon  Papers? 
V/ere  tiie  Pentago.i  Papers  theiii.seives  done  v/holr;iy  ■within  the 
Defense  Dcpartmeni;':' 


V^^ 
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2     n 


FiV-yMsLrdt,    in  response  to  a_uf;sl.ion.3,    said  tiiat  t:lie  study  was    trans'.nitfced 
to  Rand  by  fornier  go^'ernment  oificials  after  they  had  left.      Gray  said 
Ll-.'^i   iie  iievur  ever,    ever,    can  ri::cj.ll  Tiiiy  such  transit-.Ittal  of  security 
classified  dociunents  before.      Buzhardt  also  :  aid  he  did  not  know  whether 
ti-fre  were  any  copies  at  Broolcings.     He  confirmed  that  all  copiefj  were 
delivered  after  the  change  of  Administrations .     They  v<ere  not  delivered 
to  the  State  Department  ^-r^  as  such,    but  to  individuals  in  the  State 
Department. 

Who  was  the  courier?      Buzhardt  said  that  we  did  know  who  he  v/as. 

Did  Clifford  know  about  it?      Buzhardt  said,  "Yes,    he  did!,'— _.  -  f_ -, 

U024/3 

McNamara's  copy  went  to  the  Archives  in  the  summer  of  '69  and 
to  his  office  in  October,    '69. 

V/as  there  any  paper  or  evidence  exacting  what  the  task  force  was 
to  do?     Buzhardt  -  "No,    there  was  no  paper.      It  was  done  by  word 
of  mouth,    but  there  is  no  doubt  that  they  had  complete  access.  " 
Buzhardt  added  that  one  of  the  projects  he  v/as  undertaking  was 
to  find  out  all  of  the  material  that  the  Task  Force  had  access  to. 

On  the  question  of  the  38,   43-47  volumes,    Buzhardt  noted  that 

the  last  four  volumes  of  the  47  volume  set,    except  for  the  47th  which 

v/as  an  index,   were  in  the  38  voluine  set. 

Gray  asked  vv^hat  did  Buzhardt  think  McNamara's  motives  were. 
Buzhardt  said  that  he  had  been  told  that  McNamara  never  really 
intended  any  writing  and  there  are  indications  that  he  never  opened 
the  boxes  until  the  story  broke  in  the  Times. 

Bi.'.zhardt  also  noted  that  in  the  Court  case,    it  h.ad  listed  six 
super  sensitive  items  which  would  be  damaging  to  the  governinent 
in  a  very  critical  v.-ay.     The  Post  compiled  with  this  list  and  did  not 
publish  any.      However,    the  Times  did  publish  some.    NOTE:     The  New- 
York  Times  filed  in  the  Court  case,    a  list  of  the  articles  which  they 
have  published  vvhich  have  cla.ssified  documents  just  to  show  that  it  was 
a  norinal  and  routine  procedure.      NOTE:     Vv'e  better  get  a  copy  of  tras 
and  look  for  a  pattern. 

Gordon  Q-ay  then  told  a  story  involving  Kay  Graham  and  Scottie  Reniste.n 
in  a  conversation  the  Saiir  day  nigiit  before  the  New  York  Tinies  putalish.ed 
its   firjt  Sunday  article,    in  v.-h.ich  it  was   cl-?ar  that  the  Post  was  completely 
un?A\ai-e  of  the  study  and  of  the  upcoming  articles. 
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m 


B'.'.ztiai-dL  also  indicated  that  tiis  Japane=>c  had'gottiin  a  full  set  of 
t'l.-  Papers  boioi-c  the  New  York  Tinics     article      vas  piM  i  slvjrl. 

Carver   Briefiri'^ 


T :•',-.■.-.■  e  vv-as  no  v/rltten  message  froiii  McN'amara  to  CL\.    only  an. 
oral  maisa^e  fro:n  McNamara  to  Hand,    CL\.  taison.     And  i-Iaiid 
v/rote  a  note  to  Hehsis,    or  possibly  it  could  have  been  General  Persic-'- 
who  spoke  with  Hand.      NOTE:     Follow-up  required.         PP9/I7Q 

^he  first  CL=^-  set  of  documents  was  on  June  21,    1971.     The  first  day 
he  got  a  copy  v/as  on  July  1,    1971.      Note  also  that  FBI  report  on 
June  17,    1971,   that  on  June  17,    1971,    the  Soviet  Union  Embassy  here 
J^  V/ashington  received  5,  OOOor  6,  000  pages  of  the  Pentagon  Papers. 

Carver's  theory  is  that  he  thinks  the  whole  thing  was  preplanned. 
The  task  force  heads  expanded  their  mandate,   figured  cut  ho.v  they 
would  get  out  the  sfaxD^cgnrdx  papers,    and  still  have  access  after  they, 
left  government  but  without  violating  any  technical  regulations. 
Carver  went  through  the  damage  assessments  that  CIA  prepared 
which  I  had  attached  in  my  pre-vious  Memcon  of  my  meeting  at  CIA. 
One  critical  one  is  the  Soviet  car  radio  intercepts  v/liich  is  mentioned 
in  one  of  the  47  volumes  but  has  not  yet  been  printed. 

Huston,    lawyer  from  the  CIA,    then  went  through  the  legisktion  which 
they  were  examining  and  their  recommendation  that  Title  50,  Section  733b 
be  am-ended  to  change  i3££±c^-xxa5c>Scc?sd:gs>cS:crcgi,i:i^-L.^-i^^        "officer  of 
foreign  government"  to  "any  unauthorized  person".     This  would  expand 
a  crime  to  cover  someone  who  is  not  an  officer  of  a  foreign  government, 
such  ^s  a  newspaper  man.     CIA  has  also  implemented  a  new  de-briefing 
item/wTxcli   they  demand  any  docuinents  to  be  returned  and  in  this  way 
if  any  later  documents  are  found,    that  person  is  deemed  to  be  in 
unlav/ful  possession. 

In  closing,    Gordon  Gray  emphasized  that  he  hoped  that  someone  would 
be  sure  to  be  exploring  v.-ho  had  delivered  the  papers  to  the  outsiders  and 
was  that  delivery  autiiorized. 

In  the  afternoon,    Bob  Mardian  briefed  tho  gro-.-.p  oii  v.h&re  t'r.z  case  stood. 
Bud  Krogh  attended.      Nothing  new  was   really  discussed. 


a  «  31' 
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ii 


SUPPi^EMENT  TO  CO?n'£RSATIONS- AND  rv[EETIi\'GS  OF 
CHARLES  W.    COLSOM   WITH  THE  PRESU3SNT 
(June  4,    19 VI  to  December  31,    1971) 

June  4,    1971 

PM  2:34  2:54  President  placed  local  call  to  Coison 

June  8,    1971 

PM  3:03  4:34  President  met  with  NBC  Executives, 

Coison  attended. 

5:00  5:12  President  met  with  Coison 

(Haldeman  4:35-5:12)      '^"  " 

June  10,    1971 

PM  2:44  3:06  President  met  with  Coison 

(Butterfield  3:05-3:08) 


June  14.    1971 

PM  4:34  5:29  President  met  with  Coison  and  Railway- 

Union  leaders  in  Cabinet  Room 


June  15, 

1971 

PM 

2:19 

6:21 

6 

27 

7:49 

7 

53 

2:38  President  n\et  with  Coison 
(Haldeman  2:30-2:58) 

President  placed  local  callto  Coison 

President  placed  local  call  to  Coison 


m- 


t-tULO^   :    ^/y^^^-u^.^ 


\)z^. 


-^  '■'• 
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33.5     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  CHARLES  COLSON, 
<JVNE  14     -  JULY  20,    1971 


Charles    W .    Colson 
June    lA,     1971 


ifl 


101524 


PAl 


4:30 


5:15 


5:46 


June  25,    1971 
PM  3:11 


June  28,    1971 
PM  4:47 


6:50 


President  met  with  Colson 
(Butterfield  4:30-4:31) 
(John  M.    O'Neill  4:30-5:15) 
(Melville  Stephens  4:30-5:15) 
(Dr.    Kissinger  4:58-5:15) 


June  17,    1971 

PM             2:22 

2:37 

2:46 

3:04 

President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 

President  met  with  Colson 
(Haldeman  2:42-3:04) 
(Ziegler  2:42-3:01) 

President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
(Completion  time  of  call  not  on  record) 


6:38 

6:45 

President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 

6:55 

6:56 

President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 

8:10 

8ill 

President  received  local  call  from  Colson 

June  23,    1971 

AM             11:39 

12:41PM 

President  met  with  Colson 
(Haldeman  11:04-12:45) 

3:52 


President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colj 


_4ll9 President  m.et  with-Colson  for  photo  with 

T.    V/arren  Parker  -  Research  Aide 

7:25  President  met  with  Colscn 


ST' 
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,    11 


Charles  W.    Colson  3         ^^^'^,  101524 

June  29,    1971 

PM  2:28  2:32  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 


President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  received  local  call  from.  Colson 
President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 


July  1.    1971 

AM  10:28  1.1:49  President  met  with  Colson 

(Haldeman  10:27-11:49) 
(Ehrlichman  10:58-11:49 
(Kissinger  11:22-11:24) 

PM  6:30  6:37  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 


June  30,  1971 

PM     3:08 

3:09 

6:50 

6:59 

10:17 

10:35 

July  2.    1971 

AM  9:28  10:28  President  met  with  Colson 

(Haldeman  9:15-10:39) 
(Peter  Flanigan  10:02-10:39) 
10:41  11:26  President  met  with  Colson 

(Peter  J.    Brennan  10:41-11:26) 

PM  4:14  4:22  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 

President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
President  olacod  local  call  to  Colson 


4:14 

4:22 

4:23 

4:25 

7:05 

7:18 

7:13 

7:14 

7:17 

.7:19 

7:24 

7:25 

8:23 

8:31 

8:34 

8:38 

-  -1  .-i 
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33.5     MEETlms  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  CHARLES  COLSON, 
'IUnE  14  -  OVLJ  20,  1971 

Charles   V/.    Colson  4 

July  3,    1971  101524 

AM  8:00  9:55  President  met  with  Colson 

(Mr.    Shultz  8:10-8:50) 
(Mr.    Hodgson  8:10-8:50) 

PM  4:12  4:22  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 

4:37  4:38  President  placed  local  call  to  Colsoa 

July  4,    1971 

AM  11:41  12:00  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

July  5,    1971 

AM  10:41  10:58  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

PM  2:16  2:25  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

July  7.    1971 

AM  7:30  7:59  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

Julv  9,    1971 

PM  1:27  1:43  Presidentplaced  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

July  10,    1971 

PM  4:43  4:48  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colsoa 

July  II,    1971 

PM  10:33  10:55  Presidentplaced  long  distance  call  to  Colson 


'  li  ■■■li. 


I 


■^9 
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33.5     MEETINGS  AND  CONVEBSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  CHARLES  COLSON , 
JUNE  14-JULY  20,   1971 


Charles   \Vf.    Colson  5       V^.'^^H 


101524 


July  13,  1971 

AM  7:01  7:14  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Coiaon 

July  15,  1971 

AM  8:05  8:25  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

PM  11:38  11:41  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colscr. 

July  16,  1971 

AM  8:29  8:34  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

8:56  9:09  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

July  17,  1971 

PM  1:45  2:02  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Colson 

July  18,  1971 

PM  7:59  8:19  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 


July  19,  1971 

AM  11:38  11:55  Kissinger  briefing  -  Colson  was  present 

PM  6:26  6:44  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 

July  20,  1971 

PM  6:19  6:41  President  placed  local  call  to  Colson 
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33. 6     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN, 


JUNE  14-JULY  10,    1971 


John  15.    Ehrlicliman  (Supplcn.cnt)  -3- 


Juiio   14,    1971  .  

AM           10:06  10:07  President  met  with  Ehrlichman               *^ 

10:07  11:54  Meeting  on  Drug  Control  -  Ehrlichnian  attended 

PM             7:13  7:15  President  received  local  call  from  Ehrlichman 


June  15,    1971 

AM  8:0Z  Republican  Congressional  Leadership 

Meeting  -  Ehrlichman  attended 
10:14  10:37  President  met  uith  Ehrlichjr.an 

Ronnney 
Cashen    ?;  others  National  Real  Estate  Bd 

PM  3:45  4:30  President  met  with  Ehrlichman 

Mitchell  3:45  -  4:30 
Ziegler  4:09  -  4:30 


June  16,    1971 

AM  9:56  10:38  President  met  with  Ehrlichman 

Butterfield  9:05  -   9:25 
Haldeman  9:10   -  10:00 

PM  3:51  4:29  President  met  with  Ehrlichman. 

P.    Peterson  3:51   -  4:28 
C.    Bluhdorn  3;51   -  4:29 
8:22  8:25  President  placed  local  call  to  Ehrlichman 


June  17,    1971 

AM  8:06  9:48  President  met  with  Bipartisan  Leadership ' 

Ehrlichman  attended 

PM  5:17  6:13  President  met  with  Ehrliclirrian 

Kissinger   5:16   -   6:05 
Butterfield  6:07   -   6:11 
M.    Acker  6:09   -   6:10 


V 
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33. 6     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN, 
JUNE  14- JULY  10^    1971 


Jo'nn  D.  Ehrliclin-;a.n  fSuppleincnt)      -4- 


June  13,    1971 


2:21 

2:27 

2:28 

2:29 

5:50 

6:03 

xf^ 


Tir-'iC  Ur.kao'.vn  Prosidont  and  Ehrlichman  attended  briefing 

in  AV'ii-.dsor  Room    -  not  confirmed 


June   19,    1971 

PM  1:27  -r:59  Pro  jideriu  olaccu  Ic.-ng  discr.nce  call  to  Ehrlichiv.-T: 


June  20,    1971 

AM  9:45  9:54  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Ehrlicl-mc:i 


June  21,    1971 

PM  2:21  2:27  President  placed  longdistance    call  to  Ehrlichman 

President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Ehrlichman 
President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Ehrlichinan 


Jvine  22.    1971 

PM  1:55  2:43  Pre  sident  met  with  Ehrlichman 

■     Butterfield  1:52  -  1:54 
Kissinger  1:55   -   2:43 
Butterfield  1:59   -   2:00  and  2:40   -   2:41 

3:42  4:l6  President  met  with   Eh.rlichman 

Ziegler  3:44  -  4:09 
Gov.    Holton  3:44-4:16 
Gov.    Arch  Moore   3:44  -  4:16 
Gov,    Louis   B.    Nunn  3:44  -  4:l6 
Edwin  Harper  3:44   -   4:l6 
Butterfield     4:09   -  4:14 
Vice  President  Agnew  4:14  -    5:03 
5:10  6:1 6  President  met  with  Ehrlichman 

Haldeman   5:09   -   6:36 
Mitchell   5:09   -   6:l6 
Ziegler   5:33   -    5:39 
7:45  10:04  President  hooted   stag  dinner 

Ehrlicliiiian  attended 
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S3.  6     MEETINGS  MD  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN, 
JUNE  14-JULY  10,    1971 

John   O.    Elirlichn-ian  (Supplcmcr.t)  5- 


Junc   ?.3,    1971 

AM  7:52  7:54  Pi-esi.-Jent  placed  local  cnll  to  K1-. rliclv.nan 

7:55  9:09  ■   President  had  hrcakfast  with  Ehrlich.:ii.\n  and 

Sen.    Mansfield 
9:31  10:12  President  met  with  Ehrlichman 

Haldeman  9:14   -  10:12 

Kis:;:n3er  ?:i5   -   10:00 
10:49  1  1:04  President  met  with  Khrlichnian 

Secretary  Laird  10:40   -  11:04 

Kissinger  10:48  -  10:55 

Ziegler  10:49  -  11:04 

PM  6:40  9:10  President  went  boating  aboard  the  Sequoia   with 

Ehrlichman,    Company,    Shultz,    Haldeman 
and  Flanigan 


June  25,    1971 

AM  9:0  5  9:14  President  placed  long  distance  call  to  Ehrlichman 


June  26,    1971 

AM  10:30  1:30PM  President  met  with  Ehrlichman 

Connally 
Shultz 
McCracken 
Weinberger 
Harper 
Haldeman 


June   27.    1971 

AM  10:40  1:50  President  m.et  \vith  Ehrlichman 

Connally 
Shultz 
Weinberger 
Haldeman 
Harper 
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33. 6     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN, 
JUNE  14-JVlY  10,    1971 


John  D.    JChrlicliman  (Sv:pplemcnt) 
Jun.-  23,    1971 


-6- 


AM  10:05  10:21 

10:54  11:33 


PM  12:52  1:00 


.4:35  4:39 


4:41  4:44 


June  29,    1971 

AM  11:22  11:24 

PM  8:15  11:05 


P^ 


Pro  sice  nt  iTiot  witli  KVii'lichii";a.n  and 

Cabinet  Coniirjittco  on  Economic  Policy 

P.-esi'Ieiit  met  with  Khrlichnian  and 
Vernon  Jordon 
Rol-'i^rt  Brown 

C  C  O  i' "  2    ?,v1V.'  t  Z 

J^ooi^ard  (T-aiTi'-ent 

President  mot  v.ith  Ehrlichman 

HaldeiV.an  11:39  -  1:40 

Kissinger  11:51   -   12:20 

Rose  Vv'opds  12:43   -  1:11 
President  met  with  Ehrlichn;an  for 

phoLOgra_phs  with  Jane   Dart 

Barbara  Kilberg 
President  inet  with  Ehrlichman    and 

Secy.    Hodgson 

Jerome  Rosow 

G.    Shultz 


President  iTiet  with  Ehrlic!i:iian 

Dinner  in  b.oirior  of  Postmaster  General 
Ehrlic'inian  attended 


July  1,    1971 

AM      .      10:58  11:49 

PM  12:29  1:12 


President  n-;et  with  Ehrlichmian 
Haldeman  10:27  -  11:49 
Colson  10_:28   -  11:48 
;      KissiageTTl:22   -   11:24 
President  met  with  Ehrlichman 
Sec.    Hodgson  12:29   -  1:38 
•Richardson   12:29   -    1:12 
Shultz   12:29  -    1:3S 
Butterfield     1:37   -    1:42 


^'.^ 


V 
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33. 6     MEETINGS  AND  CONVERSATIONS  BETWEEN  THE  PRESIDENT  AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN 
JUNE  14-JULY  10,    1971 ^ ' 

John  D.    Ehrlichman  (Supplement)  -7^ 


PiM  4:13  5:10  Pt  e  sidoiit  fr.ct  -.s  ith  EhrH.-'uiip.n 

Kissinger  3:55  -  4:?.5  "iT^''^ 

;3i:tterficl.";  4:03   -  4:11  V^ 

Haldeman  4:13   -    5:10 

Zieglcr  4:13   -    5:17 

Vv'm.    r.ehnquist  4:13   -   5:10 

Joseph  Liebling  4:13   -   5:10 

\'.'iTi.      uair  4:13   -    5:10 

N.    Kai-ris   Lyon  -  4:13   -   3:10 

Harry  Brown  4:13   -    5:10 

Thomas  Latimer  4:13   -   5:10 

John  Dean  4:13   -    5:10 


July  2,    1971 

PM  5:40  6:29  President  met  with  Eh rlichinan 

Haldem.an  5:4.3  -   6:29 
Rose  Woods  6:20   -  6:24 


July  6,    1971 

AM  11:50  12:15PM  President  met  vsich  Ehrlichman 

Mitchell   11:47  -    12:15 


July  9,    1971 

AM  10:32  12:25PM  Pre  sident'met  with  Ehrlichman 

Haldeman  9:31   -  12:25 


sx 


July  10,    1971 

AM  11:00  11:37  President  m.et  with  Ehrlichman 

Haldeman  11:03  11:37 
11:37  11:43  President  motored  to  helipad  at  Camp  David 

with  Ehrlichman,    Haldenian  and  C.    G.    Reboz 
11:50  12:15PM  Pre  sideiit  moto  red  from  helipad  to    residence 

accompanied  by  Ehrlicln"!''.an,    Haldciv.an 

and  Rebo:^o 


PM  12:31  12:34  Prcsidcjit  placed  local  Call  to  Ehrli<.h;i-.^n 

V 
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34.     The  President  has  stated  that  in  the  week  following  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Pentagon  Papers  he  authorized  the  creation  of  a  Special  In- 
vestigations Unit  whose  principal  purpose  would  be  to  stop  future 
disclosure  of  sensitive  security  matters  and  that  he  looked  to  John 
Ehrlichman  to  supervise  that  unit.   This  unit  became  known  as  the 
"Plumbers." 

Page 

34.1  President  Nixon  Statement,  May  22,  1973,  9  Presi- 
dential Documents  693 ,  695 » 650 

34.2  Letter  from  President  Nixon  to  Judge  Gerhard  Gesell, 
April  29,  1974,  United  States  v.  Ehrlichman 652 

34.3  John  Ehrlichman  testimony.  Subcommittee  of  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session,  May  30, 
1973,  288 654 
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34.1     PRESIDENT  NIXON  STATEMENT,   MAY  22,    197Z,    9  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS 
693,    695 

l>«€«OENTIAl   DOCUMENTS:    BiCHAKD  NIXON.    1973 


Kunziij,  \vho  is  now  nn  associate  judijc  of  the  U.S.  Court 
of  Claims. 

Mr.  Sampson  has  been  Actlns;  .Administrator  of  Gen- 
eral Sen  ices  since  Jinic  2,  li'72.  He  joined  the  Gcncr.il 
Senires  Administration  in  19(59  as  Commissioner  of  the 
Federal  Supply  Scnicc.  From  1970  to  1972  he  \ias  Com- 
mLsfioncr  of  the  Public  Buildins^s  Sen  ice  in  GS.\  and  the 
first  Deputy  Adniir.istrntor  of  GS.\  for  Special  ProjecLs. 

He  carr;c  to  the  General  Scrxiccs  Administration  after 
6  vcars  in  Pennsylvania  State  go\cminent,  where  he  was 
secrctarj-  of  administration  and  budget  secretary  under 
Gov.  Ra\Tnond  P.  Shafcr,  and  deputy  secretary  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  property  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  W.  Scranton.  Prior  to  enterin;;  government 
service,  he  was  employed  by  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  years. 

Mr.  Sampson  was  horn  on  October  8,  1926,  in  \Van-en, 
R.I.  He  received  hLs  B.S.  degree  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  1951  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

Active  in  several  professional  organizations,  Mr.  Samp- 
son was  presented  the  S\Tiergy  IH  Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  advancement  of  architecture  by 
the  Society  of  .American  Registered  Architects  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  American  Institute  of  .Architects. 

He  and  his  wife.  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

XOTE:  For  the  Presidcnt*s  statement  upon  ann«^uncing  his  intention 
to  nominate  Mr.  Sampson,  sec  the  preceding  item. 


The  Watergate  Investigation 

Statements  by  the  President.     May  22, 1973 


Recent  news  accounts  growing  out  of  testimony  in  tht 
Watergate  investigations  have  given  grossly  misleading 
impressions  of  m.-'.ny  of  the  facts,  as  thcv  relate  both  to  my 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  activities  involving  na- 
tional security. 

Already,  on  the  basLs  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
testimony  by  persons  either  convicted  or  themselves  under 
inve.stigation  in  the  case,  I  have  found  myself  accused  of 
involvement  in  act!\i!ics  I  nc\cr  hc.ird  of  until  I  rc;id 
about  them  in  news  accounts. 

These  impressions  could  also  lead  to  a  serious  mLsundcr- 
standing  of  those  national  security  activities  which,  though 
totally  unrelated  to  \Va;(rg:;tc,  have  become  cntanrlcd  in 
the  c.'ise.  They  could  lead  to  further  compromise  of  scri'^i- 
tivc  national  securitv  information. 


I  will  not  abandon  my  responsibilities.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  was  elected  to  do. 

In  the  accon)|)anying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  as  I  know  them  as  they  relate  to  my  own  role. 

With  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  been 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically: 

1 .  I  .  had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in,  nor  was  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
efTorts   that   may   have    been    made    to   cover   up 

•     Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  ofTer  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  offer. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
_  tion,  of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  time  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CI.A  in  the  Watergate 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investigation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  office  of  Mr. 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
engage  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  1  have  specifically  stated  that  executive 
privilege  will  not  be  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  criminal  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  Watergate  afTair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statement  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  time. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  has  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  are  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operatioas  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  \Vatergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

As  a  result,  some  national  security  information  has 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  through 
the  subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  through  tcstinio-n- 
witnesses  have  given  in  judicial  and  Congre<5:o:ia!  pro- 
ceedings. Other  sensitive  documents  arc  now  threatened 
with  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  those  operations 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  would 
also  srr\-c  to  pcrpctu.ite  a  gros'.jv  distorted  view — which 
recent  partial  disclosures  have  gi\cn — of  the  nature  and 
purpose  of  those  operations. 
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memorandum  of  the  options  approved.  After  rccon";ider- 
ation,  however,  prompted  by  the  opposition  of  Director 
Hoover,  the  agencies  were  notified  5  days  later,  on  July  28, 
that  the  approval  had  been  rescinded.  The  options  initially 
approved  had  included  resumption  of  certain  intelligence 
operations  which  had  been  suspended  in  1966.  These  in 
■  turn  had  included  authorization  for  surreptitious  entry — 
breaking  and  entering,  in  effect — on  specified  categories 
of  targets  in  specified  situations  related  to  national 
security. 

Because  the  approval  was  withdrawn  before  it  had 
been  implemented,  the  net  result  was  that  the  plan  for 
expanded  intelligence  .-xtivities  never  went  into  efTect. 

The  documents  spelling  out  this  1970  plan  are  ex- 
tremely sensitive.  They  include — and  are  based  upon — 
assessments  of  certain  foreign  intelligence  capabilities  and 
procedures,  which  of  course  must  remain  secret.  It  was 
this  unused  plan  and  related  documents  that  John  Dean 
removed  from  the  White  House  and  placed  in  a  safe 
deposit  box,  giving  the  keys  to  Judge  Sirica.  The  same 
plan,  still  unused,  is  being  headlined  today. 

Coordination  among  our  intelligence  agencies  con- 
tinued to  fall  shon  of  our  national  security  needs.  In 
July  1970,  having  earlier  discontinued  the  FBI's  liaison 
with  the  CI.\,  Director  Hoover  ended  the  FBI's  normal 
liaison  with  all  other  agencies  except  the  White  House. 
To  help  remedy  this,  an  Intelligence  Evaluation  Com- 
mittee was  created  in  December  1970.  Its  members  in- 
cluded representati%es  of  the  White  House.  CI.\,  FBI, 
NS.-\,  the  Departments  of  Justice,  Treasury,  and  Defense, 
and  the  Secret  Service. 

The  Intelligence  Evaluation  Committee  and  its  staff 
were  instructed  to  improve  coordination  among  the  in- 
telligence community  and  to  prepare  evaluations  and  esti- 
mates of  domestic  intelligence.  I  understand  that  its 
activities  are  no\v'  under  investigation.  I  did  not  authorize 
nor  do  I  have  any  knowledge  of  any  illegal  activity  by 
this  Committee.  If  it  went  beyond  its  charter  and  did  en- 
gage in  any  illegal  activities,  it  was  totally  without  my 
knowledge  or  authority. 

The  Spf.cui.  Investigatio.ns  Unit 

On  Sunday,  June  !/>,  1971,  The  Xcw  York  Times  pub- 
lished the  first  inst.-'.llmcnt  of  what  came  to  bo  kiioun  as 
"The  Pentagon  Papers."  Xot  until  a  fcu"  hours  before 
puliliratiiin  did  aiis  responsible  Government  nlHcial  know 
that  they  had  been  stolen.  Most  olfirials  did  not  know  thi-y 
existed.  Xo  .senior  oluc  i.d  of  ;!■:.•  Go\crn!rcnt  had  re.id 
them  or  k;i?w  u:;i\  tc.-..;:r.:v  wli.it  tliev  i/oi'.i.iir.c'l. 

All  the  C;o\crtu:>rnt  kii:-w,  at  first,  was  th:;l  the  p,\DiTs 
com.prL-ed  47  vnlunus  :ii;d  <n\\'.c  z.Ol'O  p.iges.  whii  !i  h.ui 
been  taken  Irom  the  m'>>t  sensitive  files  of  ihe  Dcparlmcnts 
of  Sl.Ate  and  Dcfoi'.s-.-  ;;iul  the  C.I.\,  ((iNeriiig  niilitan-  .iiui 
dinlninatic  mo\o  in  .i  war  tli.it  w.xs  still  ;;nin','  on. 


Moreover,  a  majority  of  the  documents  published  with 
the  first  three  installments  in  The  Times  had  not  b«crj 
included  in  the  47-volumc  study — raising  serious  ques- 
tions about  what  and  how  much  else  might  have  been 
taken. 

There  was  every  reason  to  believe  this  was  a  security 
leak  of  unprecedented  proportions. 

It  created  a  situation  in  which  the  abilitv  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  carry  on  foreign  relations  even  in  the  best  of 
circumstances  could  have  been  severely  compromised. 
Other  governments  no  longer  knew  whether  thev  could 
deal  with  the  United  States  in  confidence.  Against  the 
background  of  the  delicate  negotiations  the  United  States 
was  then  involved  in  on  a  number  of  fronts — with  rc^'Tixd 
to  Vietnam,  China,  the  Middle  East,  nuclear  arms  limi- 
tations, U.S.-Soviet  relations,  and  others — in  which  the 
utmost  degree  of  confidentiality  was  vital,  it  posed  a  threat 
so  grave  as  to  require  extraordinary  actions. 

Therefore  during  the  week  following  the  Pentagon 
Papers  publication,  I  approved  the  creation  of  a  Special 
Investigations  Unit  within  the  White  House — wiiich 
came  to  be  known  as  the  "plumbers,"  This  was  a  small 
group  at  the  White  House  whose  principal  purpose  was 
to  stop  security  leaks  and  to  investigate  other  sensitive 
security  matters.  I  looked  to  John  Ehrlichman  for  the 
supervision  of  this  group. 

Egil  Krogh,  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  assistant,  was  put  in 
charge.  David  Young  was  added  to  this  unit,  as  were 
E.  Howard  Hunt  and  G.  Gordon  Liddy. 

The  unit  operated  under  extremely  tight  security  rules. 
Its  existence  and  functions  were  known  onlv  to  a  verv  few 
persons  at  the  White  House.  These  included  Messrs. 
Haldcman,  Ehrlichman,  and  Dean. 


agon  1 
ecial  I 
later     I 


At  about  the  time  the  unit  w.os  created,  Dajiie!  Ells- 
berg  was  identified  a,s  the  person  who  had  given  the  Penta- 
gon Papers  to  The  Xew  York  Times.  I  told  Mr.  -Krogh 
that  as  a  matter  of  first  priority,  the  unit  should  find  out 
all  it  could  about  Mr.  Eilsherg's  associates  and  his  motives. 
Because  of  the  extreme  gravity  of  the  situation,  and  not 
then  knowing  what  additional  national  secrets  Mr,  Ells- 
licrg  might  disclose,  I  did  impress  upon  Mr.  Krogh  the 
vital  importance  to  the  national  securirv  of  his  assign- 
ment. I  did  not  .luthorize  and  had  no  knowledge  of  any 
illegal  means  to  lie  used  to  achieve  thLs  goal. 

However,  because  of  the  emphasis  I  put  on  the  cnicial 
importance  of  protcctini;  the  national  sccuritv.  [  can 
understand  how  highly  motiv.itcd  iudividu.ij's  cou'd  have 
felt  justified  in  cng.aging  in  specific  activities  that  I  would 
ha\c  disapproved  had  thev  been  brought  to  niv  attention. 

Cio:'.<cqinT.tiy.  .is  rres:ii;cnt.  1  :;nist  ,i.".d  t!o  as.-::f.e  re- 


s:)nns:bi 


fc 


^lls  lU-sp.tc 


tho  fact  tlia:  I  ;:! 


time  .ippn".eci  nr  li.ul  kn.iwledge  r{  [iicm. 

1  .;!so  .is.si;,^i:'d  the  unit  .i  number  of  oth.er  invos;;:;.T.ton' 
m.'.ttcrs,  dealing  in  p.irt  wi;!i  ronipiling  an  .'.cri-.r.i^c  rec- 
nrd  ol  events  rel.Ued  to  i'.w  \'ictnani  war.  on  whic';  the 
Grnoruniems  rernrdv   iii-rr   Inuleqiiatc   (manv  prc\ioi.'S 
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Tiiii:  wiiiTi;  irorsB 

UASHINGTOX 

April  29,    1974 


Dear  Judge  Gesell: 

Re:    United  States  of  America 
vs 
John  Ehrlichman  et  a.l 
CC74-116 

I  am  advised  by  Special  Counsel  to  the  President  that 
the  Special  Prosecutor  has  requested  of  hiin  any  in- 
formation relating  to  the  authority  of  the  defendants 
in  this  inatter  respecting  the  conduct  of  investigations 
relating  to  national  security  matters. 

Ivly  initial  instructions  authorizing  the  conduct  of 
investigation  in  connection  with  unauthorized  dis- 
closures of  national  security  information  were  given 
orally  in  California  and  there  was  no  recordir.g  thereof. 

I  considered  the  problem  of  such  disclosures  most 
critical  to  the  national  security  of  the  United  States 
and  it  was  my  intent,    wMch  I  believe  I  conveyed,    that 
the  fullest  authority  of  the  President  under  the  Consti- 
tvition  and  the  law  should  be  used  if  necessary  to  brjng 
a.  halt  to  these  disclosures.      I  considered  the  success- 
ful prosecution  of  a.nyone  responsible  for  such  unc.uthorized 
disclosures   a  necessary  part  of  bringing  to  an  end  this 
dangerous  practice  of  niaking  sucli  unauthorized  disclosure:-; 

J.  did  not  have  prior  knowledge  of  tl-iC  break-iii  c-f 
Dr.    Fieldirig's  olfice,    nnr  was  I  infori-ned  of  it  antil 
March  17,    1973. 
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I  do  find  that  I  had  a  conversation  with  Assistant 
Attorney  General  Henry  Petersen  on  April  19,    1973, 
which  related  to  the  matter.      This  conversation  v/as 
recorded  and  I  enclose  a  transcript  of  the  pertinent 
portion^. thereof  for  your  in  camera  inspection.     If 
you  desire  to  hear  the  tape  itself,    arrangements 
therefor  can  be  made  with  my  counsel, 

I  ciin  prepared  to  leave  it  to  your*  judgment  whether 
or  not  this  material  should  be  shown  in  camera   to 
the  Special  Prosecutor  a.nd/or  counsel  for  the 
defendants.     Obviously  this  material  should  remain 
classified  in  the  interest  of  national  security  and 
our  foreign  relations. 

Sincerely, 


Honorable  Gerhard  Gesell 
U.  S.    District  Court 
Constitution  Avenue  at  John 

Marshall  Place 
Washington,    D.  C, 
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35.  On  June  23,  1971  Haldeman  sent  several  projects  to  Strachan  for 
implementation.  One  of  the  projects  envisaged  24-hour— a-day  surveillance 
of  Senator  Edward  Kennedy.  Caulfield  and  Dean  objected  to  this  project 
because  of  the  risks  involved  and  the  project  was  not  implemented. 
Strachan  has  testified  that  Dean  told  him  that  physical  surveillance  of 
Kennedy  was  in  fact  conducted  on  a  periodic  basis  and  that  Strachan  re- 
ceived reports  on  Kennedy's  activities. 

Page 

35.1  John  Caulfield  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

March  16,  1974,  84-85 656 

35.2  Gordon  Strachan  testimony,  SSC  Executive  Session, 

July  12,  1973,  59-60 658 

35.3  John  Dean  testimony,  3  SSC  922-23 .' 660 
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35.1     JOHN  CAULFIELD  TESTIMONY,  MARCH  16,    1974,   SSC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION, 
84-85 

conducted,    or  did  you  ask   anyone    to   make    any   inquiries    into 
Mr.    Greenspun's    activities   out   in  Nevada? 

Mr.   Caulfield.      No. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Okay.-  I  would  like  to  leave  that  for  the 
time  beinq. 
I     Tiiming  to  surveillance  q£  Senators.   Did  vou  ever  receive 
any  request  to  place  Senator  Ted  Kennedy  under  24-hour 
surveillance? 

Mri  Caulfield.  Yes. 

Mr.  I.ac3aritr.K^  Do  you  recall,  when  you  received  that 
request,.,  and  who  made  it  to  you2  :     . 

Mr^  Caulfield.. 'jr Mri  Dean,  and.  I  don't  recall  the  exact 
time  frame.-,  r  assume  it  was  sometime  in  1971. 

Mr-.-  Lackritz*  And^  specifically ,  what  was  the  request? 
■  Mr-,  Caulf  7.vld.- "  The  request  was  to  have  the  Senatorv  Ted 
Kennedy.- D laced  under- surveillance;  and' as  I  recall »_  he  wrote 
a  jteBoranctaa:  which,  effectively  bad.  the  matter  dropped, 

Mr.  Lackritz,  And  this  was  a  request  for  24-hour  a  day 
surveillcmce? 

Mr.  Caulfield.  Yes.        

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  Mr.  Dean  indicate  to  you  where  the 
request  came  frora? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  don't  know  whether  he  indicated,  or 
I  assumed  that  it  cane  fron  Mr.  Halderaan's  office. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  see.   And  your  reaction  to  the  idea,  that 


(656) 


4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


35.1  JOM  CAVLFJELD  TESTIMONY,   MARCH  16,    1974,   SSC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION 
84-85 

it  was  a  silly  idea  was  the  reason,  that  the  — 

Mr.  Caulfield.   It  was  made  in  strong  terms  to  Mr.  Dean 
verbally,  and  I  think  it's  a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   All  right.   Prior  to  1971,  had  you  been 
asksd  to  conduct  any  inquiries  into  anv  matters  concerning 
Senator  Kennedy? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Yes,  in  1969  there  was  a  request  to  have 
the  facts-  surrounding  Chappaquiddick  determined,  by  Mr.,  aiasewiczj, 
directed  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman  through  me,  to  have  Mr.  Ulasewicz 
conduct,  an  inquiry  surrounding  the  incident  at  Chappaquiddick., 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  see.   And  was  this  on  the  occasion  of  the 
hiring  of  Mr.  Ulasewicz? 

Mr.  Caulfield.  Yes. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   That  was  the  first  investigation  Mr.  Ulasewijc: 
was  asked  to  conduct? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   That's  correct. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  recall  how  Mr.  Ulasewicz  was  reportii^ 
back  to  you  on  the  progress  of  the  investigation? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Verbally. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   And  were  these  verbal  reports  subsequently 
typed  up  in  memoranda  form? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Only  if  there  was  any  matter  of  significance 
involved,  and  I  don't  think  there  were  very  many  reoorts. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  recall  Mr.  Rabozo  coming  to  v;ashingto^^, 
D,  C.  during  this  investigation  of  the  Chappaquiddick  incident? 
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Dean  was  speaking  for  me  and  that  was  implicit. 

Mr.  Shure.  Meaning  that  he  knew  that  had  been  done,  that 
he  had  in  fact  authorized  it  to  be. 

Mr.  Strachan.   I  don't  know  when  he  knew,  but  I  had  not 
failed  in  my  duty  to  him  —  it  was  money  that  he  controlled  — 
in  taking  it  to  LaRue.  He  didn't  say,  goddamn  that  Dean,  he 
had  no  business  here;  I  never  talked  to  him  about  it. 

Mr.  Strachan.  No. 

Mr.  Shure.   It  was  obvious  that  Haldeman  knew  what  was 
being  done? 

Mr.  Strachan.   I  don't  kow  [sic]  if  you  can  conclude  that 
Haldeman  knew  it  was  being  done. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  He  ratified  it. 

Mr.  Strachan.  He  ratified  it  and  he  said  you  wouldn't 
have  done  that  unless  you  thought  Dean  was  speaking  for  me . 
That  is  not  me  saying,  well,  gee,  I  thought  Dean  was  speaking 
for  you.   Haldeman  said  you,  Strachan,  I  know  you  wouldn't 
have  done  it  unless  you  thought  that  Dean  was  speaking  for  me. 


Mr.  Dorsen.  Let's  go  on  to  the  other  point  you  raised 
just  now,  concerning  the  surveillance  of  Senator  Kennedy. 

Please  state  what  your  knowledge  of  that  is. 

Mr.  Strachan.  The  dates  —  this  one  I  am  almost  positive 
about  —  on  June  23,  1971,  I  received  about  six  or  seven  pro- 
ject assignments  from  Mr.  Haldeman  which  I  kept  in  a  file 
called  "June  23  Requests."  One  of  the  requests  was  to  contact 
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Dean  and  make  arrangements  for  24-hour  surveillance  of  Senator 
Kennedy.   I  went  to  see  Dean  or  called  him  and  told  him  that 
was  the  directive.   We  had  discussions  back  and  forth  on  it. 
At  one  point  he  told  me,  well,  we're  not  doing  it  24  hours; 
we're  doing  it  just  periodically.   And  we  would,  in  fact, 
receive  reports  prepared  by  the  individual  who  was  presumably 
reporting  on  Senator  Kennedy's  activities. 

Mr.  Dorsen.  Well,  then,  we  will  move  on  to  another  item 
now. 

Senator  Weicker.  Anybody  else  fall  in  that  category?   In 
other  words,  aside  from  Senator  Kennedy,  was  there  any  other 
political  figure  that  received  what  I  would  call  intensive,  in 
other  words,  treatment  on  this  rather  exceptional,  rather 
large  order?  I  am  not  talking  the  normal  stuff;  I'm  talking 
about  anybody  else  

Mr.  Strachan.   No.  As  you  undoubtedly  discovered  or  know, 
an  incredible  interest  in  Kennedy  the  whole  time  I  was  there, 
constant.   I  don't  care  what  Kennedy  said  about  what  his  candi- 
dacy was  or  not  going  to  be,  Kennedy  was  run  in  all  of  the 
polls  as  a  potential  candidate. 

Senator  Weicker.   But  there  is  no  other  candidate  that  you 
know  of  a  request  similar  to  that? 

Mr.  Strachan.  No. 


Mr.  Bray.   There  was  one  suggestion  to  transfer  intelli- 
gence capability  from  Senator  Muskie. 
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[The  documents  referred  to  Tvere  matkod  exhibit  Xo.  .'34— ;^>.*] 
Mr.  Dean.  Mr.  INIalek  was  to  take  charge  and  Mr.  Haideman  was 
to  be  brought  in  as  the  "Lord  High  Executioner"  whi-u  a  leak  was 
uncovered.  The  committee  will  note  from  the  documents  I  have  sub- 
mitted, this  project  was  to  complement  and  not  compote  with  the 
plumbers.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  this  project  never  uncovered 
the  source  of  a  single  leak. 

I  shall  turn  now,  pui-suant  to  the  committee's  request  of  me,  from 
leaks  to  the  m.atter  of  political  intelligence,  with  the  hope  that  my 
voice  will  hold  up  through  this  entire  statement. 

IsTEKEsr  IX  Political  Ixteixigexce 

The  ure-reelection  "Wliite  Plouse  thri\ed  on  political  gossip  and 
political  intelligence.  I  knew  of  the  type  of  information  they  sought 
even  before  I  joined  the  "White  House  staff.  During  the  summer  of 
1969,  while  I  was  working  at  the  Justice  Department,  the  then  Dep- 
uty Attorney  General,  Richard  Kleindienst,  called  me  into  his  office 
and  told  me  that  the  White  House  wanted  some  very  important  in- 
formation, ilr.  Kleindienst  instructed  me  to  call  Mr.  DeLoach,  then 
Deputy  Director  of  the  FBI,  and  obtain  from  him  information  re- 
garding the  foreign  travels  of  Mary  Jo  Kopechne.  I  was  told  that 
Mr.  DeLoach  would  be  expecting  a  call  from  me  and  once  I  had  the 
information  in  hand,  I  was  to  give  it  to  Jack  Caulfield  at  the  "White 
House. 

This  incident  stuck  in  my  mind  because  of  the  rather  sensitive 
nature  of  the  information  being  obtained  from  the  FBI  and  the  fact 
that  I  was  made  the  courier  of  the  information. 

To  this  day  I  can  only  specidate  that  I  was  asked  to  convey  the 
information  so  that  others  could  deny  they  had  done  so  should  the 
matter  become  known. 

It  was  not  until  I  joined  the  "White  House  staff  and  Caulfield  was 
placed  on  my  staff  that  I  learned  that  Caulfield  was  assigned  to 
develop  political  intelligence  on  Senator  Edward  Kennedy. 

Mb.  Caulfield  told  me  that  within  some  6  hours  of  the  accident  at 
Chappaquiddick  on  July  IS,  1969,  he  had  a  friend  named  Tony  on 
the  scene,  who  remained  on  the  scene  conducting  a  private  investiga- 
tion of  the  matter  and  reporting  pertinent  information  back  to  him. 
It  was  not  until  this  spring  that  I  knew  or  could  remember  Tony's  full 
name — Anthony  "Ulasewicz.  Caulfield  told  me  that  ^Ir.  Ulasewicz  posed 
as  a  newspaper  reporter,  and  always  asked  the  most  embarrassing 
questions  at  any  press  gathering  related  to  the  Chai)paquiddick  inci- 
dent. Caulfield  also  informed  me  that  his  instructions  were  to  continue 
surveillance  of  Senator  Kennedy  and  that  he  was  doin.<T  so  on  a  selected 
basis.  I  was  told  by  Caulfield  that  although  he  had  been  assigned 
to  m}-  staff  that  he  would  continue  to  perform  various  intelligence 
gathering  fiuictions  assigned  to  him  by  ilr.  Ehrlichman  or  Mr. 
Haideman. 

I  recall  only  once  becoming  invoUod  in  Mr.  Caidfield's  activities 
relating  to  Senator  Kennedy.  That  otcurrod  in  the  fall  of  1971  when 
I  received  a  call  from  liariy  Higby.  who  Inter — and  T  can  say  later 
tiiese  talks  were  followtnl  u[)  uith  Mi.  .^rtachan.  who  told  nio  that 

•See  p.  nil. 
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IlaKleniau  vrnntod  '24-lio\ir  3iirveil!;mco  of  Senator  Kennedy  and  rc^ru- 
lai-  ieport5  on  his  acthitied.  I  passed  this  on  to  Caulfield  and  \ro  dis- 
cussed it.  He  told  me  that  he  tiiought  tiiat  this  was  most  unwise 
Ijecause  it  would  require  several  men  and  also  could  uncover  his 
activities  in  that  Senator  Kennedy  was  bound  to  realize  he  was  under 
surveillance  and  iriven  the  fact  that  it  could  easily  be  misinterpreted 
as  someone  who  was  planninir  an  attack  on  his  life,  and  the  police  or 
the  FBI  mifrht  be  called  in  to  investigate.  I  a;?reed  fully  with  Caul- 
field.  After  some  initial  resistance.  I  convinced  Higby  that  it  was  a 
bad  idea  to  have  a  dav-in-and-day-out  surveillance  and  it  was  called 
ofi.  Instead,  Caulfield  was  to  keep  a  general  overview  of  Senator 
Kennedy's  activities  and  pursue  specific  investigations  of  activities 
that  miirht  be  of  interest. 

Caulfield  seldom  informed  mo  of  his  findings,  but  occasionally  he 
wotild  brLn?  matters  to  mv  attention.  For  e.Kample,  Caulfield  was 
insciucred  to  investigate  Senator  Kennedy's  visit  to  Honolulu  in 
Au£r;;st  1?T1.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  a  copy  of  his  report, 
which  he  passed  on  for  me  to  see,  along  with  several  followxip  memo- 
randums relating  to  the  \isit. 

[The  dociunent  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  34r-4.*] 

Mr.  De-vx.  Political  intelligence  often  came  from  unexpected  sources. 
For  example,  during  this  last  spring  of  1972.  a  top  man  at  the  Secret 
Sernce  brought  me  infoiTnation  regarding  Senator  ilcGovern.  I 
asked  Mr.  Colson  if  he  were  interested.  He  was  very  interested  and  had 
the  information  published. 

The  persons  on  the  '^^Ttite  House  statf  who  were  most  interested  in 
political  intelligence  were  Ehrlichman.  Haldemar;.  and  Colson.  As  the 
reelection  campaign  drew  closer,  I  would  have  to  say  that  it  was  prin- 
cipally Colson  and  sometimes  Haldeman  who  sought  information  from 
my  office  that  had  political  implication  to  it.  "Wliile  I  have  been  unable 
to  make  a  complete  review  of  my  office  files  to  document  the  many  types 
of  inquiries,  I  do  have  some  documents  that  evidence  a  fair  sampling 
of  the  t\-pe  of  requests  that  were  frequently  made  of  me  and  how  they 
were  handled  by  my  office.  The  documents  are  extremely  sensitive  and 
could  be  injurious  to  innocent  people  whose  names  arc  mentioned  in 
them.  Accordingly,  I  have  submitted  them  for  the  committee's  use,  and 
I  am  prepared  to  answer  any  questions  the  committee  may  have  regard- 
ing these  documents. 

[The  documents  referred  to  were  marked  exhibit  Xo.  o-i— o  for 
identification  only  and  are  not  foi-  publication.] 

Mr.  Deax.  In  addition  to  the  lather  wide  ranging  types  of  inquiries 
evidenced  by  the  documents  I  have  just  referred  to.  and  in  addition  to 
the  cxtensi\'e  otl'otts  to  obtain  politically  embarrassing  information  on 
Senator  Kennedy,  there  were  also  frequent  eft'orts  to  obtain  politically 
cmbanassing  infornuitioi;  on  ifr.  Lawrence  (ypiien,  the  Democi-atic 
National  Committee  chairman.  Senator  Muskie.  and  Senator  ^^cGov- 
crn.  AVhile  the  invohement  of  my  olfice  in  seeking  such  information 
was  peripheral,  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  records  and  docu- 
ments which  show  the  ofl'orts  of  tin-  White  Hnu-e  to  politically  embar- 
rass those  individuals. 

[The  doi-;nncuts  i-ef.ured  to  were  marked  exhibits  Nos.  :'j4-t"«.  ">-l— 7, 
and  -U-^  till  i<l('iititicario!i  only  and  arc  not  ('U  puMicariiui.  [ 

•S^   p.    1117. 
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36.       On  June  25,  1971  Colson  sent  a  memorandum  to  Haldeman  in  which 
he  analyzed  in  detail  the  political  ramifications  of  the  publication  of 
the  first  installments  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  government  efforts  to 
halt  further  publication.  He  considered  among  other  things  the  political 
advantages  which  could  accrue  to  the  Administration  from  the  criminal 
prosecution  of  Ellsberg. 
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36.1  Memorandum  from  Charles  Colson  to  H.  R.  Haldeman, 

June  25,  1971  (received  from  White  House)  664 
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June  25,  1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:  H.  R.  HALDEMAN 

FROM:  CHARLES  W,  COLSON 

SUBJECT:  New  York  Times  Article 


Because  I  think  that  the  New  York  Times /Kennedy- Johnson  papers 
controversy  is  and  will  continue  to  be  a  very  major  issue  with 
very  important  political  ramifications,  I  think  we  should  at  each 
stage  of  the  game  very  carefully  assess  where  we  stand,  what  our 
strategy  is,  short  and  long  term,  and  we  must  be  exceedingly 
careful  not  to  overreact  or  to  worry  about  the  particular  daily 
turn  of  events.   This  issue,  in  my  opinion,  has  profound  implica- 
tions which  could  easily  be  extremely  important,  if  not  even  decisive  in 
the  next  election.   Therefore,  what  happens  tomorrow  or  even  next 
week  is  of  less  consequence  than  how  we  play  it  over  the  long  pull. 

I  think  you  know  that  I  am  very  impulsive  by  nature.   I  tend  to  plunge 
hard  into  the  issue  of  the  moment  and  like  to  join  battle  on  every 
hot  topic  that  comes  along.   In  this  case,  however,  because  I  feel 
that  the  issues  are  so  profound  I  am  in  effect  advocating  what  is  for 
me  a  very  uncharacteristic  caution. 

Attached  is  a  summary  of  where  I  think  we  stand  at  the  moment, 
how  I  think  the  issues  may  develop  and  what  some  of  their  longer 
term  implications  are. 
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Juna  25,   1971 


002333 


MSMOILANDUM  FOP.: 

FROM: 

SUBJZCT: 


BscaasB  I  ibisk  ti= 


baa  1-J«i>r  Yo?!t  Tb 


ia3/K^aii«d7'-Jo*Qiij;oa  p«p*rs 


viTy  ir^iportaai  po\i»icai  rasnlficaiioas,   I  thiEjc  -^a  saould  -3.5  33cH 
stags  ox  th-9  gama  ver^  c^^^ailj  a3  3.»^a  -^Thers  t^ts  stzjud,  vrhsx  ou? 
etrateg7  13,   abort  aao  long  tarm,   :«iq  ^«  r=:iat  b«  s^c^-TraiajI/ 
carelal  nos  to  ov*rr:?ici  or  t^-^^orry  r^ooi  th.»  pa^rricuiar  d^U-/ 
ttim  ol  atresia.     This  laarto,   in  my  oplrsiors,  hs^  riroiotmd  impUca- 
tioaa  •which  coald  es^ily-  i>s  ajxri'erasiy  imporracrt,   if  noi  ^v^n  dacisiTra  is 
tag  ae-s:t  clectiiJii-     Tbariior*,  T:</ha;  happ*ci3  tomorr-3^^  or  svtss  next 
•w-sak  13  of  l-s'j3  coaaeocuirvcii  than  hc-r  tv*  pla/  it  crrsT  ihsr  long  p'jli. 

2  think  you  kricrv  thai  I  am  tt.::j  impuTsj i va  b/  sjaitrra.     i  Jand  to  plnnga 
hard  into  the  :33ua  Oi  th^  -rrv^m^-ai.  ^uid  like  to  }-3*j~  battla  ct;  evcTT" 
hoi  iopic  th-st  comas  ^r^loag*     ^  thid  C33«,  i:cr?rs-9^s3•,   faec;iaae  I  fa-sl 
that  tha  i3a«*r3  ar^  3o  proiotond  I  sm  ia  oifaci  advccatia^  vrhnt  is  fo-r 
ma  a  -vst-/  ^achara-c^ristic  csuriciu 


Attached  13  Ti.  suSvmary  ct  ■whsre  I  ihlr£5  ^^  jfeiT>d  at  tha  mcme 

hov/  I  thiai 

tsrm  imDlicaticns  ar-: 


'<  fcha  123'aeii  ma/  dsvslop  ti^d  ^hnv_3ome  of  their  longi 


".'■'i.vj 
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A.  V/'HERS  WE.  STAND  TODAY 

As  Opinion  Research  has  pointed  out,    this  issue  has  net  had  the 
enormous  impact  on  the  public  that  one  would  expect  from  the 
intensive  press  coverage.      To  the  extent  that  the  public  is 
aware  of  it,    they  do  not  understand  the  issues  very  ".veil.      I 
believe  there  are  tv/o  perceptions: 

1.  V/e  are  against  the  press; 

0G2334 

2.  The  government  lies   --  more  specifically  DBJ  and  the 
Democrats  lied  us  into  Vietnam. 

The  heartland  isn't  really  aroused  over  this  issue.     There  is 
nothing  like  the  Galley  case  here.      People  know  there  is  a  contro- 
versy; but  they're  not  entirely  clear  as  to  what  it  is  all  about. 
Partisan  Republicans  don't  quite  understand  why  w^e  are  suppressing 
information  that  could  be  damaging  to  the  Democrats;   some  people, 
I  am  sure,    think  that  v/e  are  covering  up  our  own  failures  and  most 
importantly,    no  one  is  really  excited  about  what  they  regard  as  the 
leak  of  "ancient"  documents.      They  do  not  understand  the  security 
issue   (if  on  the  other  hand  we  prosecute  Ellsberg  and  it  becomes 
a  notorious  trial,    this  could  spark  a  major  readily  understandable 
issue  and  a  strong  public   reaction  vvfith  our  natural  constituency 
rallying  behind  us. 

The  Democrats  are  horribly  divided  on  this  issue.      They  are  split, 
confused,    angry  and  scrambling  to  get  away  from  it.     As  of  today, 
they  are  delighted  that  the  issue  is  focusing  on  Nixon  vs.    the  New 
York  Times    but  most  of  them  are  very  well  aware  that  the  major 
thrust  of  the  controversy  v/ill  eventually  become  the  Kennedy- Johnson 
mishandling  of  the  v/ar  as  to  v/hich  every  possible  Democratic  candi- 
date except  McGovern,    McCarthy,    Bayh  and  Hughes   stand  to  lose 
badly. 

B.  NIXON  VS.    THE  PRESS  ISSUE 

Over  the  short  term,    this  v/lll  remain  a  hot  issue,    but  it  v^/ill  pass. 
After  the  court  decision  (regardless  of  thi  outcorrse)  the  vast  majority 
of  the  people  v/ill  forget  it;     The  liberal  press  will  keep  bringing  it 
up  and  v/LU  keep  trying  to  knife  us  v/ith  it,    but  is   it  not  the  kind  of 
an   ir.:si.;e   that  <./iIl  l:-.Lt.      i^eo;:iIe  jm..;  coii't  g,i\'o  a  dafiin  that  v/c  beat 
the  r'e^v  Yorl;  Tnacs    i;i  t;-:i  Sup:cme  Court  or  the   New-  York  Tir.ies 
beat  us. 
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Those  v/ho  believe  we  are  anti-press  will  simply  have  their  vie-.vs 
confirmed  even  further,    but  most  of  thof.i  who  believe  v/e  are 
anti -press  aren't  v^'ith  us  anyway.      Those  v/ho  believe  the  press   Is 
biased  and  irresponsible  will  contina-e  to  think  so. 

The  prosecution  of  Ellsberg  could  have  sorr.e.  positive  benefits  for 
us  in  that  if  he  is  really  painted  as  a  villain,    the  fact  that  he  con- 
spired with  the  press  and  the  press  printed  the  documents  that  he 
stole,    is  bound  to  have  a  bad  ruboff  on  the  press.      Once  a^ain 
however,    the  issue  is  going  to  tend  simply  to  confirm  beli'efs  ' 
people  already  have;  it  is  not  likely  to  sv/itch  very  many  people. 

As  for  the  v/orking  press,  as  a  result  of  this  c 01-1:^0*^5 rs)^  they  v/ill 
like  us  even  less  and  that  is  the  case  whether  we  win  or  lose  in 
the  Supreme  Court,  The  vast  majority  of  the  press  are  hostile 
to  us;  that  is  a  fact,  not  just  our  paranoia.  Yet  v/e  somehov.^ 
manage  to  continue  to  maintain  a  solid  base  of  popular  support; 
hence  we  will  survive  the  continued  --  yes,  even  aggravated  -- 
hostility  of  the  v/orking  press. 

On  balance,    therefore,    I  don't  see  any  real  gain  or  loss  out  of  the 
•press  issue.      The  only  way  in  which  it  hurts  us  is  that  for  the  moment, 
it  obscures  what  are  the  real  issues;-that  is,    the  Democrats'  mis- 
handling of  the  government  during  the  Kennedy-Johnson  years  and 
the  theft  of  classified  documents.      Hence,    it  is  clearly  in  our  interest 
to  let  this  issue  fade.      The  longer  it  remains  around  the  longer  it 
will  take  to  get  into  the  public's  mind  v/hat  v/e  want  to  be  the^continuing 
issues  that  emerge  from  this  controve^sv  ° 

For  these  reasons,    I  would  not  recommend  that  we  use  the  Vice 
President;     that  would  only  escalate  the  press  issue.     I  would  not 
recommend  that  we  attack  the  press  or  that  any  Administration 
spokesmen  attack  the  press.      I  v/ould  not  even  recommend  that  our 
supporters  on  the  Hill  start  attacking  the  press  because  to  do  so 
would  only  keep  the  press  issue   itself  alive.     Let  me  qualify  this 
by  saying  that  I  would  prose'cute  any  nev.-smen  if  it  can  be  demonstrated 
(as  in  the  case  of  Neil  Sheehan  perhaps)  that  they  were  conspirators 
in  the  theft  of  these  documents  or  that  they  conspired  in  having  them 
reproduced.      It  is  worthwhile  to  paint  an  individual  bad   if  it  is^part 
of  the  prosecution  of  a  natural  enemy  like  Ellsberg. 
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There  are  tv/o  poinds  that  \vc  mi.'.st  i-nal;c  with  respect  to  the  v/hole 
press  issue.      We  must  make  thein  through  our  most  effective 
spokesmen  and  make  them  often  enough  so  that  we're  sure  that 
they  are  reasonably  clear  in  the  public's  mind.      We  can  tlien  let 
the  rest  of  the  issue  go  away. 

1.  This  Administration  cannot  allow  stolen  documents  to  be 
distributed,    printed  in  the  press,    etc.       Classified  documents  are 
classified  for  a  good  reason.      Admittedly  the  government  may 
overclassify.      But  we  cannot  risk  having  anyone  take  the  law  into 
his  own  hands  to  make  that  individual  judgment,    in  effect  to  put 
himself  above  the  law  because  one  document  could  endanger  lives   -- 
many  lives. 

pp  Q  O  n  "^ 

2.  The  Government  has  a  duty  to  enforce  the  law.     V/rlen  once  the 
press  was  warned  not  to  publish  and  then  said  that  notwithstanding 
that  warning  it  was  going  to  publish,   the  Attorney  General  had  no 
recourse  but  to  bring  the  action  he  brought. 

These  tvv^o  points  need  to  be  articulated  very  clearly,    very  crisply, 
very  simply,    very  nonlegalistically.     Several  of  our  spokesmen  can 
make  the  point.      Klein  does  it  very  effectively  when  he  goes  around 
the  country;  Rogers  is  an  excellent  person  to  make  the  point  (and  v/e 
might  get  him  to  once  the  issue  quiets  dov/n);     the  Attorney  General 
can  make  this  point  as  well,      \Vc   should  endeavor  to  get  responsible 
lawyers  around  the  country  makung  the  point.     Professor  Freund's 
argument  in  today's  New  York  Times    is  very  helpful.      Finally  the 
President  should  malce  these  tv/o  points  and  just  these  b.vo  points, 
either  in  an  address  to  the  nation  or  in  his  next  press  co?iference. 
At  the  moinent,    I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  that  an  address  to 
the  nation  would  over -escalate  the  press  issue  and  involve  us  much 
too  deeply  in  the  whole  controversy.     I  think  a  press  conference  vvill 
probably  be  a  far  more  desirable  opportunity. 

Over  the  long  haul,    we  might  well  consider  recommendations  like 
Scali's  that  the  President  meet  with  a  selective  group  of  newsmen, 
perhaps  the  leaders  of  Sigm.i  Delta  Chi  and  tl-.e  Aincrican  Society 
of  Newspaper  Editors.      These  are  things  that  can  be  done  once  the 
issue     is  quiet.      They  sliould  not  be  done  while  the  issue  is  h.ot  because 
they  v/Ill  only  escalate  it  and  give  the  appearance  tliat  we  are  dealing 
from  a  position  of  weakness.      In  the  course  this  can  be  done,    both. 
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to  get  a  better  uaclciiitancUng,    face  tc.  face,    v/ith  journalists  and 
also  to  demonstrate  that  we  arc  liot  'V^.nti-press.  " 

Farther  v.-e  can  conCir.v.e  to  pushJ'ddchLSsification  and  declaosificatlor. 
practices  ar.d  procedures.      For-  example,    at  tlie  right  time  an 
executive  order  or  a  clarifying  rr.crr.orandum  pointing  out  the  docurr.e: 
sh.ould  not  be  classified  unless  there  is  a  real  national  security 
reasons  will  help  make  the  point  with  the  public  that  we  do  believe  in 
the  "right  to  know".     Once  again  these  should  not  be  done  row;  they 
would  only  escalate  the  issue  and  would  only  appear  to  be  reacting. 
Y/'e  should  over  a  period  of  time  prove  that  v/e  believe  in  the  ri.-rht 
to  know  by  VN^hat  we  do.       It  is  more  irr^portant  than  what  v/e- say" 

C.     CREDIBILITY  OF  GOVERNiMENT  (  AND  THE  DEMOCRATS  IN 
PARTICULAR)  ~~       ~  ~ ^ 

In  my  opinion,    most  people  do  in  fact  associklVteV  Kennedy- Johnson 
papers  with  the  Democrats.      It  is  true  that  the  issue  is  blurred;  it 
is  true  that  people  believe  that  we  are  covering  something  up;  partisan 
Republicans  complain  repeatedly  that  they  can't  understand  why  v/e 
are  covering  up  Democratic  papers  and,    of  course,    finally  this  has 
an  impact  on  the  office  of  the  Presidency,    its  credibility  and  the 
credibility  of  government,    generally. 

As  for  the  credibility  of  governm.ent,    a  case  can  be  made  that  it 
has  already  reached  its  low  point.      This   incident  simply  confirms 
what  many  people  think  anyway.      According  to  Lou  Harris'  theory 
(and  Howard  Sm.ith's  interestingly  enouqh)  at  least  50%  of  the 
American  people  at  least  will  alv/ays  believe  v/hat  any  President 
tells  them  because  they  v/ant  to  believe  wliat  any  President  tells  tliem.. 
If  the  President  goes  on  television  and  makes  a  flatout  statement, 
people  tend  to  v/ant  to  believe  it.      They  will  still  answer  questions 
in  polls  tliat  the  government  is  not  telling  them  all  that  it  should  or 
all  that  it  knows,    but  they  nonetheless  v.ill  believe  the  President.      I 
question,    therefore,    whether  this  incident  has  caused  any  further 
serious  erosion  of  Presidential  credibility  --  maybe  some  but  not 
a  great  deal  --  and  there  are  v/ays  we  can  rebuild  President  Nixon's 
credibility.      Indeed  this  incident  may  oxler  us  an  opportunity  to  do 
so  by  deed  ratiier  than  by  words. 

For  example,    if  we  were  to  release  authc;>tic  documents  that 
demonstrate  how  tl\e  President  arrived  at  his  change   in  Vietnar.n 
policy  (for  example,    a  study  of  decisions  leading  up  to  the  November  3 
speech)  we  v/ould  not  have  to  say  that  v/e  are  being  candid,    that  we 
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arc  not:  covering  v.p,    we  would  prove  that  -.ve  ar2  not.      Ti.t:  more 
we  t:tlk  aboui  :.he  L^.ct  that  v.-e  ar--;  telling  the  rruth.    that  tl.orc  is 
no  "credibility  g?-p",  that  v/e  arc  not  n-iisloifJiv.^  c!.e  poop;::,    the 
niore  people  tend  to  be  suspicious.      In  othav  v/ordn,    talhing  about 
the  fact  th.at  we  are  telliiig  the  truth,    iTiay  in  ?:.ctual  fact,    be  cour-.tor 
productive.      But  doing  things  t!-.at  demonstrate  that  v/e  are  telling 
the  truth  and  that  we  have  been  telling  the  truth  can  be  -.-■■■.ry  powei-ful 
The  Kennedy-Johnson  papers  give  us  a  real  opportunity  ivi  this 
regard  in  that  it  permits  us  to  do  things  that  will  be  in  vivid,    sharo 
public  ccr;trast  with  the  whole  Kennedy- Johnson  a/fair. 

Further,   v/s  must  rnalce  every  effort  to  Iceep  Oizr selves  out  of  the 
controversy  over  the  Kennedy-Johnson  era.     Vfe  must  not  atta.ck 
LBJ;  we  must  not  defend  L.BJ;  we  must  subtley,   but  very  effectively 
encourage  and  fuel  the  division  v/ithin  the  Democratic  ranks  v/jthout 
getting  caught,   because  that  simply  would  inject  us  back  into  it. 

If  we  Ivcep  ourselves  out  of  the  fight  over  the  Kennedy-.Tohnspn  papery 
and  the  issues  they  raise  and  at  tlie  sam?  time  dcmonctrate  not  by 
words  but  by  deeds,    our  own  caindor  and  credibility,    then  it  is  my 
opinion  that  the  President's  credibility  and  indeed  tlic  govcrnniant'g 
credibility  can  be  enhanced  by  this  entire  episode,    rather  tlian  hurf 
by  it.      We  can  be  the  ones  that  restored  cred'    ility,    honesty  and 
candor  to  governmeiit  and  the'  contrast  with  th>c;  j'l'ior  Adininistratisn 
is  very  dramatic  and  effective.  /-,  ^^  r>  -n 

D.     TtlE  gLI.SBERG  PROSECUTION'' 

There  is  another  opportunity  in  this  whola  episode,  that  is  the 
prosecution  of  Ellr.be rg.  It  could  indt:ed  arouse  the  heartland 
which  is  at  present  not  very  excited  over  the  whole  issue. 

First  of  all,    he  is  a  natural  villain  to  the  extent  that  h.e  can  be 
painted  c\-il.      \Vc  ca.n  very  cffccti\;>ly  make  the  point  of  why  we 
to  do  wh.at  v.-e  did  with  the  New  York  Tinics;    wo  ca:t  discredit  ths- 
peace  movement  and  v/o  have  the  Democrats  on  a  marvelous  i'.oc.t 
because  tlu'.s  far  mor.t  of  theiii  have  defended  the   release  of  the 
docuni.^tit.-.      If  v/c  can  change  th.c  issue  froin  one  oi  release  of  tnc. 
docunvTits   I'l  one   of  ir.e   liicft    of  tli?  clociincuLG  vc  will  hav'c   sor>ie- 
tiiir. >/.   ijoiiv'  for  us. 


(670) 


36. 1     CHARLES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM ,   JUNE  25,    1971 

Secondly,    a  prosecution  of  Ellsbcrg  can  help  taint  Van  press   (to  the 
extent  that  that  in  fact  iicljss  us).      If  he  inclcocl  conspired  with  mc-mhars 
of  the  press  and  he  is  painted  black,    they  too  ;v/Lll  be  painted  blacl;. 

Third,    this  is  a  clear,    clean,    understandable  issue.      People  can 
relate  to  it. 

Fourtiily,    the  prosecution  of  Ellsberg  protects  the  credibility  of 
our  case  against  the  New  York  Times.      It  will  dramatize  why  we 
had  to  go  to  court,    it  will  make  the  case  clear  to  the  public  that  the 
release  of  classified  information  can  be  harmful. 

Fifth,    it  helps  keep  the  whole  Kennedy-Johnson  papers  issue  very- 
much  alive  and  on  the  front  pages. 

Finally,    this  is  a  motivational  issue,    particularly  if  the  Democrats 
are  foolish  enough  to  defend     him.  OPf^'iDo 

E.     KEEP  THE  DEMOCRATS  DIVIDED  AND  FIGHTING 

This   should  happen  anyway  but  we  would  be  foolish  to  sirnply  lie 
back  and  assume  it.      We  should  ensure  in  subtle  ways  that  it 
happens.      This  needs  to  be  planned  out  with  great  thoroughness  and 
executed  with  utmost  care.      Th-  greatest  risk  would  be  to  "et 
caught  in  v/hat  we  are  doing  or  to  have  our  efforts  become  ob^-ious. 
I  have  not  yet  thought  through  all  of  the  svibtle  ways  in  which  we 
can  keep  the  Democratic  party  in  a  constant  state  of  civil  warfare, 
but  I  am  convinced  that  with  some  imaginative  and  creative  thought 
it  can  be  done. 

Sortie  examples  do  corns  to  mind.       The  continued  release  of  documents 
will  keep  the  issue  very  much  alive..    \ic  might  of  course  orchestrate 
carefully  and  quietly  a  defense  of  LBJ;  to  the  extent  t!at  his  stock 
riser,  tiiosc  v/ho  ha\e  now  disowned  him  lose  a  valuable  constituency. 
We  could  of  course  plant  and  try  to  prove  the  thesis  that  Bobby 
Kennedy  v.-as  behind  the  preparation  of  these  pap-ors  because  he 
plan.ncd  to  use  them  to  overtlirov/  L^Tidon  Joh.nson   (I  suspect  that 
there  may  be  more  truth,  than  fantasy  to  this.   ) 

Tlic  Ellsberg  case,    if  pressed  li-nid  by  us,    will  of  course  keep  the 
issue  alive.      Developing  the  case  facti-.ally  of  why  the  President 
ciiaugt^d  (.ho   policies  will  co'-.titn'.ally  bring  the   papers  thern.solves 
had:  into  Ihc  public    siJotligh.L. 

B-iJ 
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We  slioulcl  encourage,    r.ot  discourage;,    the  Hill  from  carrying  on 
intensive  hearings  and  v/cll  publicized  ii'earings  over- the  Kennedy- 
Johnson  papers  and  over  hov/  v/e  got  into  Yietnain.      If  the  Hill 
during  the  Fall  makes  a  major  production  out  of  an  investigation 
of  whv  v.'c  got  into  Vistnain  at  the   same  time  the  President  is 
v.'inding  the  v/ar  dov,-n  in  Vietna.m  the  contrast  is  once  again  very 
vivid.      We  don't  need  to  spell  it  out;  the  public  is   sniart  enough  to 
see  on  the  one  hand  the  horrors   ;of  hov.-  v-^e  got  in  and  on  the  other 
hand,    the  skill  v.'ith  v/hich  the  President  is  managing  to  get  us  out. 
I  realize  that  Kissinger  and  others  in  the  establishment  at  State 
and  Defense  vill  fight  hard  against  these  hearings.     In  nny  view, 
it  can  be  in  our  political  interest  that  they  go  on  and  be  well 
publicized, 

002340 

We  can,    of  course,    play  up  the  Humphrey  and  Muskie  coinments 
of  recent  weeks  which  as  time  passes  are  going  to  look  more  and 
more  stupid. 

We  can  encourage  through  our  political  operation   recoiutions  in 
various  Democratic   state  conventions,    daiT-.ning  the  Johnson- 
Humphrey  Administration  and  denouncin.g  the  Hurr.phrey- Muskie 
ticket  which  ran  in  1968   --  defending  the  Johnson  Administration. 

In  short,    there  is  a  wide  open  political  field  which  we  ran  exjiloit 
if  we  play  it  right  and  keep  ourselves  out  of  it. 

F.     CONCLUSION 

In  recent  days,    an  interesting  collection  of  people  wliose  political 
judginsnt  I  respect,    have  separately  stated  that  th.ey  believe  this 
incident  has    re-elected  tlie  President.      While  this  is  an  obvious 
oversLatement  it  docs  show  hov/  strongly  people  believe  the  politics 
of  th.is  issue  VvLll  cut.      People. v/h.o  have   said  tl\is   range  from  Lou 
Harris  on  one  end  of  the   spcctrui-;!  to   Bill  Vr'h.ite  on  the  other,    with 
Dave   Brad^hav.'  and  a  few  of  niy  libera.1  congressional  friends  tossec 
in  the  middle.     (Bradshaw  by  tLie  vvay  is  a  very  siircwd  politician 
with  c>:cellent  poiit  ical  instincts,    v.-hoi.o  judgment  I  have  always 
found  to  be  very  close  to  the  niark) 


(672) 


36. 1     CHARLES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM   .  JUNE  25,    1971 

i 

In  short,    I  think  it  is  very  clc?-r  that  there  are  uroxour-.d  political 
irnplications,    that  this  offers  us  O[>portuiiuie.';  in  ways  v/c  p-srhaos 
did  not  initially  apprecintc,    that  v.  c  can  turn  what  appeared  to  be 
an  issue  that  would  impair  Presidential  credibility  into  one  chat 
\vc  can  use  by  effective  contrast  to  improve  the  credibility  of  this 
Administration;  and  f'jrther,    that  it  is  a  tailor-made  issue  for 
causing  deep  and  lasting  divisions  within  the  Democratic  ranks. 

For  this  reason,    I  feel  that  we  must  not  move  precipitously  or 
worry  about  tomorrow's  headlines.      \ye  must  keep  our  eye  on 
the  real  target:    to  discredit  the  Democrats,    to  keep  them  fighting 
and  to  keep  ourselves  above  it  so  that  v/e  do  not  appear  to  be 
either  covering  up  or  exploiting. 

The  foregoing  thoughts  need  a  bt  of    re-fin  em  en  fr,    need  to  be  sifted 
carefully  through  the  staff,   need  a  lot  of  creative  input  added  and 
then  our  strategy  needs  to  be  very  carefully  executed.      While  I 
detest  the  term,    this  is  one  issue  that  calls  for  a  full  fledged, 
carefully  thought  out     "game  plan"  that  v/e  pursue  to  the  hilt. 
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37.       During  the  last  week  of  June  1971  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 
directed  Colson  to  recommend  a  person  to  be  responsible  for  research  about 
the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers.   One  of  Colson 's  several  candi- 
dates for  this  position  was  his  friend  E.  Howard  Hunt,  a  retired  career 
CIA  agent. 
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COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    447-48 

Mr.    Colson.      Do    :,'ou  v.'ish   to   uron^ad  v;ith  your  staceroanu? 
I  Kr.    Colsop.  o       If    /ou   v.oulcl   likj   P.3. 

I   J'.ave  rsvie./ed    Ir.   BhrlJ.chrp.aji's   t&stiitany  of  Wednesday, 
May   30,   bafora   this   s  jbcQiiir.ittse.      My   recollsctions  of  cartoiii 
mstters   about  v;h.ich  yon  cr,:estiGn2c1  Mr.   Ehriic.iirasji  ve.ry  sorr.av-hat 
j  from  hig. 


]  Durir^g   the   last  v;esk  of  June   1971,    I   was  asked  by  Mr. 

Haldaman   and  Mr.   Ehrlichman  to  recoiriinsnd  a  person  who  might  be 
assignad  rssponsibility  for  1-Jie  resaarch  involved  in  tha  Penta- 
gon Papers   publication  —   a  person  who   could  deal  with  all 
aspects  of  ths  controversy  and  who  could  coordinate  VJhite  Uouse 
Staff  activitiss.      At  that  point,-    congressional  hearings  ware 
anticipated  on  the  r.iattars   covsrsd  by  tha  Pentagon  Papers      and 
therefore   th?  aan  selected  had  to  be   f?niliar  v/ith  the  politi" 
cal   process,   dssirahly  have  some   foreign  policy  exxisriencs   and 
hsv-3  good  research  skills. 
17    I  On  July   2j    I    sent  a  :f;Cir.o  to  Kr.   Haldsinan  recornmsnding 

!   several  people  ■ —   five  or  six  --  v;ho  aiiqht  be   available    for 
\ 

j   such   a  position.      Sorae  v;cre   in  Govern;f,3nt,    soir.s  outside.      One 

I   of   those   I    raccrainer.dsii  V7as   Mr.    Kunt.      Dvring   the   first  week  of 


I 
IS 

IS 

20 


21 

22 


(   Jwiy,    I   had  ssviaral   discussions   with  bctia  Mr.   Halderaan   and  Mr. 

I 
Shrlicnman  regarding  possible   candidates.      At  ons   point,   Mr. 


ii  . 

03   !j  Jih.clichj'aan   and  'ir.    Haldei'iap.  ooi'.cluded   that  ?!r.    Buchanan  of   the; 

;! 

2/1    •'  ";::icD   .<ous-s   scaff   bJ;    iskc-::    -en   ra.c^    re^poncibility    for   this 


23   Ii  - 


!  '.-^'^■•■2ct.      ;Vt  l■t^:.  £hrl  i.ch'r.ap.  •  3  behast,  s.   talked  to  Mr.  Enchant 


^'^?.v,n  ^^'■ 
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3y  meir.orandiim  of   July   6,    I   advised  Kr.   Ehrlichraan  that 

2  Buchansiri   strongly  baiiavad  he  was   not   the  ir.an   for  tlia  job.      I:j 

3  the   saiTsa  tnerr.O;    I    suggested.-    tliareforsj.    that.  Mr.   Ehrlichipxm 

4  interview  Kc.vard  Hunt;    I   had  had  a  long  tsJ.k  v/ith  Hant  emd 

5  for.rid  that  ha  "./as  eager  to  taks  en  ths  assignmajnt.  Nona  of  ths 
S  othsr  candidates  I  had  earlier  suggastad  were  either  eccsytoble 
7  or  available. 

S  Sanator  Pastora.      Mr.   Colson,   how  did  you  come  to  knov/  Mr, 

9  Kimt   in  the  first  plac3? 

10  Mr.    Colson.      He  end  I   are  alumni  of  Erowu  University.      I 

t1  iRst  hL-n  first  socially,   I   think,   in  the  early  sisities.      ^hsn   I 

12  was   president  of  tho  Brov^n  Club  of  VJaishijigton   and  he  was  vic3- 

13  presidant.     Ke  got  to  kno-.v  aaeh  othar  socially.      Vla^woXild  hava 

14  Ivuich  occasionally,   bui  purely  my  association  '.-fith  hie.  initi- 
^g  ally  was   purely  social - 

1Q  Senator  Pastora.      Is   it   fair   for  me  tc   assune  that,   o'jit  cf 

•j7  tha   five  or  six  narr.as  you  recoitcrendsdj.    tliat  you,    yourself, 

ig  sea.rched  out  Huiit  ratiier  than  he  searched  you  out? 

J9  Ml".    Colaon.      V?.2ll,   Hunt's   nsiris  occurred  to  me.   Senator,    as 

20  '  a  logical  parson. 

21  Senator  PaJtore.      But   it  -A-as  on.  your  initiative? 
2;j    I  MX.   Colscn.      Yoa,    sir. 

i 

oo    :  Senator  t-riishii.       v'as   h;3   forrner  sjc^f-rience  v;ith   the  CIA  a 

o/j   ij  factor   in  voo.r   chiiJcinj  of  recosfl-ending  hin;? 

i; 
-,g    ■■  Jir.    ColscTi.      'is3,    sir. 

nr^  ■.'/( 
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Z7.  2     CHARLES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  2,    1971 


Trie  V,'H!TE    HO!J5! 


S     .  -,   ,     V.     / 


.-»  .     .\  / 


2.  Z-:^-  C/;<^^. 

WASHINGTON  ___ 


"s.  / 


•%l 


July  2,    1971 


MEM0RAJ>:DUM  FOR:  h.  r.  haldeman 

,  p 

FROM:  CHARLES  COJLSON^*-'^  L_— ^ 

SUBJECT:  Possible  Candidates 

In  addition  to  Howard  Hunt,    I  have  some  other  possible  candidates. 
Russ  Blandford  is  a  real  pro,    totally  loyal,    very  knowledgeable  and 
would  probably  relish  this  assignment.     He  is  presently  Staff 
Director  of  the  House  Armed  Ser\'ices  Committee  (although  he  is 
a  Republican).      Slandford  is  nov/  in  his  early  50's  and  has  been 
sick  v/ith  a  kidney  infection,   but  I  assume  this  is  only  temporary. 
He  is  tough  as  nails  and  very  discreet. 


0Q3072 


I  assume  someone  has  also  thought  of  Dake  Deloach  who  is  now  at 
Pepsi  Cola  and  whom  Kendall  might  loan  us.     I  do  not  know  why 
Dekeleffc  the  FBI.     I  suspect  because  he  saw  no  promotional  oppor- 
tunity.    At  one  time  he  was  very  high  on  Hoover's  lists;  I  do  not 
knov/  how  he  stands  at  the  moment.     He  is  a  really  shrewd  operator. 

A  third  possibility  would  be  Ben  Gilleas  on  the   staff  of  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee.     A  professional  investigator  with  the 
FBI,    nowhere  near  as  bright  as  Blandford,    but  a  good,    plodding, 
effective  guy.      (He  could  work  under   someone,    but  I  doubt  that  his 
personality  v^^ould  make  it  v/ith  the  President's;  Blandford' s  would). 

In  addition  to  Mardian,    one  v/ho  you've  thought  about  (it  v/ould  seem. 
to  me  he  v/ould  have  to  move  out  of  Justice),    there  is  also  the  possi- 
bility of  Pat  Buchanan.     Steve  Karalekas,    v/ho  is  nov/  in  my  office, 
is  a  hard  line  writer  and  might  take  over  some  of  Bucha.nan's   stock, 
if  Pat  v^^iIl  put  on  this  full  time. 

As  for  Hill  types,  someone  should  also  consider  Sam  Stratton.  This 
is  just  his  nneat.  He  is  articulate  and  ambitious  and  although  he  is  a 
Democrat,    lie's  totally  on  our  side  on  these  issues. 


UliliU 
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Z7,Z     g.  HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  24^    1973,    9  SSC  3662 

3662 


TESTIMONY  OF  E.  HOWAKD  HUNT,  ACCOMPANIED  BY 
SIDNEY  S.  SACHS,  COUNSEL 

Mr.  TTtTN'T.  I  do. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  read  it,  please? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Mr.  Chairman  and  members  of  the  committee,  niv  name 
is  E.  Howard  Hunt.  I  am  hero  today  to  answer  questions  bcaiinir  on 
your  current  inve^tifration.  I  have  been  informed  that  it  is  permissible 
for  me  to  make  a  preliminary  statement,  and  T  want  to  take  advantage 
of  that  opportunity.  I  will  describe  my  personal  background,  my  rela- 
tionship to  the  Watergate  entrj',  and  the  events  which  have  befallen 
me  since  that  day. 

I  -was  born  in  1918  at  Hamburpj,  N. Y.  My  father  was  a  lawyer-judEre ; 
my  mother  was  a  pianist  and  a  housewife.  I  was  educated  in  the  public 
schools  of  Florida  and  Xew  York,  and  in  1910  graduated  from  Brown 
University.  Six  weeks  later  I  volunteered  to  serve  in  the  Armed  Forces. 
While  a  iiestrover  ofRcer  on  the  North  Atlantic  convoy  run  before 
Pearl  Harbor,  I  was  injured  and  medically  discharji^ed.  Later  I  volun- 
teered and  became  an  Air  Force  intelligence  officer.  In  1914.  I  volun- 
teered for  the  Office  of  Strategic  SerWces.  the  forerunner  of  CIA,  and 
■was  sent  to  China  where  I  was  engaged  in  partisan  warfare  until  the 

^of  the  war. 
n  1949, 1  joined  the  CIA,  from  which  I  retired  on  Mav  1, 1970,  hav- 
ing earned  two  commendations  for  outstanding  contributions  to  opera- 
tions ordered  by  the  Xational  Security  Council. 

During  the  21  veai-s  I  spent  with  CIA.  I  was  engaged  in  intelligence, 
covert  action,  and  counterintelligence  operations.  I  was  tiained  in  the 
techniques  of  physical  and  electronic  surveillance,  photography,  docu- 
ment forgerj-,  and  surreptitious  entries  into  guarded  premises  for 
photography  and  installation  of  electronic  devices.  I  participated  in 
and  had  the  resjjonsibility  for  a  number  of  such  entries,  and  I  had 
knowledge  of  many  others. 

To  put  it  unmistakably.  I  was  an  intelligence  officer — a  spy — for  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 

There  have  been  occasions,  as  one  miirht  expect,  when  covert  opera- 
tions by  the  United  States  or  other  nations  have  been  exposed.  Such 
episodes  have  not  been  luicommon.  "VMicn  such  mishaps  have  occuned 
it  has  been  universally  the  practice  for  the  operation  to  be  disa\owed 
and  covered  up.  ITsually,  this  has  been  done  bv  official  intervention 
with  law  enforcement  authorities.  In  addition,  the  employing  govern- 
ments have  paid  legal  defense  fees.  Salaries  and  family  livin<r  expenses 
have  been  continued.  Former  CIA  Director  Plelms  has  testified  before 
this  committee  in  regaid  to  some  aspects  of  this  practice. 

Aftef  retiring  from  CIA,  I  was  employed  by  a  firm  whose  officials 
maintained  a  relationship  with  CIA.  Some  months  after  I  joined  the 
firm,  I  was  approached  by  Charles  W.  Colson,  special  counsel  to  the 
President,  to  become  a  consultant  to  the  Fxecutive  Office  of  the  Presi- 
dent. Mr.  Colson  told  mo  the  AVhite  House  had  need  for  the  kind  of 
intolligonce  background  which  he  knew  I  possessed.  This  was  the  basic 
reason  for  mv  employment,  which  I  imderstood  at  the  time  was  ap- 
proved bv  John  D.  Ehrlichman,  and  now  understand  was  approved 
also  by  H.  K.  Haldenian,  both  assistants  to  tlio  President  of  the  United 
States. 
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41-586   0-74-11 


38.     On  July  1,  1971  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Justice 
Department  sent  a  request  to  the  FBI  asking  whether  there  was  any  elec- 
tronic surveillance  involving  Daniel  Ellsberg.   According  to  the  FBI, 
during  the  operation  of  the  wiretap  program  authorized  by  the  President 
in  1969,  Ellsberg  had  been  overheard  15  times  on  the  telephone  of  Mort 
Halperin,  one  of  the  staff  members  of  the  NSC  whose  telephone  was  tapped 
But  no  record  of  this  overhearing  was  maintained  in  the  regular  files 
of  the  FBI. 


on 
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38.1  Memorandum  from  O.T.  Jacobson  to  Mr.  Walters, 
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iSS.l     O.T.   JACOBSON  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  12.    1973,    2     8a-8b 


.VIA' 


MemQrandum 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


INSPECTOR  G^-54-JAGOB3a] 


DATE:        May  12,  1973 


3''Xf)5 


*^SENSITr\^E  COVERAGE  PLACED  AT  REOUEST    .  ^f'^ 
OF  IH  E  WHITE  HOUSE  "^^t^!^ 


court 

in  63-16062-13  A-'' 
There  follows  a  summary  of  findings  in  our  ciurrent  inquiry 

regarding  this  matter  conducted  pursuant  to  memorandum  from 

Acting  Director  Ruckelshaus  to  Mr.  Felt  dated  5/4/73  captioned 

"Wiretaps  on  Newspapermen.  "  


d   by 
nemo 


Vj.  PoWr 

Vr.  C  •::;;- i::  _ 
l'.-.  C:t<.-:irri  . 
yj.  Ccr.-i 

M.-.  Mi:s;-.;L;  _ 
Mr.  Vj'.lfT.  tL.; 
yj-.  Sot--,  

yj.  Ti-:=;-<r 


Tcle.  r^.;=:  . 
lb.  ajJi^  _ 
yj-.  Bi.^:i_ 


Mr.  Co-.=:>- 

Vj.  Yi^-J 

lb.  Ei-if^:  _ 


NARRATIVE: 


crA- 


/v. 


From  approximately  Spring,  1969,  to  early  Summer,  1971,  the  FBI 
at  the  request  of  the  White  House,  provided  highly  sensitive  wiretap  coverage 
in  the.  interests  of  national  security.    (The  exact  times  of  the  coverage  will 
^  be  provided  by  the  Intelligence  Division  separately  in  their  review  of  the 
rj<  recovered  material.)   The  V/hite  House  requests  were  based  upon  ?.n  extreme 
""     concern  over  "leaks"  arising  out  of  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  Tallcs  (SALT; 
especially  from,  the  National  Security  Council  (NSC)  to  the  nev/s  media.    The 
original  requests  were  from  either  Dr.  Henry  Kissinger  or  General  Alexar.cer 
^Haig  (then  Colonel  Haig)  for  wiretap  coverage  on  loiowledgeable  NSC  personnel 
§  and  certain  newsmen  who  had  particular  news  interest  in  the  SALT  talks.    The 
"^  specific  requests  for  this  coverage  were  made  to  either  former  Director    J^ 
"fc'  J.  Edgar  Hoover  or  former  Assistant  to  the  Director  William  C.  Sullivan 
,^,  (and  on  one  occasion  by  General  Haig  to  SA  RobciCl'Iaynoa,  FBI,  White 
^  ^.  House  liaison).    V/ritten  authorization  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
i^  United  States  was  secured  on  each  wiretap. 


'I 


V 
.J 


Upon  authorization  Mr.  Sullivan  or  representatives  of  the  then 
Domestic  Intelligence  Division,  namely  Special  Agents  ^Tfrchael  JusepH 
Eozajnua.,  Bernard  A,  Wells,  Jr. ,  or  former  Number  One  Man  3^5 oph  A. 
Siaeo,  contacted  principally  Washington  Field  Office  (^VFO)  Supervisor 
^r..,^ij^nH  jhTikg    who  would  initiate    the  actual  installations.    When  he 
"received  instructicns^jom  Bureau  Headquarters,  Jmas  would  contact 
Special  Agent  Erncot  welter,  who  headed  the  WFO  Monitorin^Siation.    Jones 
would  furnish  names,  addresses  and  telephone  ni^mbers.     BeSpr  in  turn  would 
furnish  this  informa^on  to  Special  Agent  jarH^es-Ciifce^,  who  had  liaison  wich 
the  telenhone  company  which  would  thereafter  result  in  the  physical  completion 
of  the^iretap  operation.  ^^        4^.'"    i^±:  JL^A^^/"^  ^   ,  J-^ 

A=,~.j\roGcr3^-En  rdl9r.-Feq^M>I-?r,  :^'aiiQr&''ncrs    MAY  22  1973 
OTJrwmj  .jUi'  Oi-lii\Ll 

CONtlNUED   -  OVE-tr 


o 
u 


3 


i 


1UMA(6)^973 


-fj^ 
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3S.2     O.T.   JACnR'^Of^MEMORANDUM,   MAY  12,    1973,    1,    8a-8b 
Memo  lor  Mr.  W:ilters 
Re;   Sensitive  Coverage 

Ernest  H.  Belter,  former  SA  (Retired)  ,  V/FQ 

Belter  recalls  Spring  of  1969,  Sup3r\'isor  Jones/advised  him  WFO 
had  received  urgent  request  from  W.  C.  Sullivan  that/White  House  concerned 
about  leaks.    Sullivan  told  Jones  that  some  technical^surveillances  ('.viretaos) 
would  be  initiated  by  V/FO  on  names  to  be  furnished/by  Sullivan.    Belter  was 
advised  by  Jones  not  to  keep  any  written  records.  /Jones  subsequently  gave- 
Belter  telephone  numbers  and  addresses  and  he  Ly  turn  furnished  this 
informatioa  to  SA  James  Gaffney  who  handled  telephone  company  liaison. 
Belter  was  advised  to  have  prepared  only  one  transcription  of  written  log. 
Belter  advised  that  to  the  best  of  his  recollection  approximately  12  to  15 
such  wiretap  requests  were  handled  by  him,    /interview  Report  Form  on 
Ernest  Belter,  see  tab  14.)  / 

Sijpervlsor  James  J.  Gaffney",  WFO 

/       . 
During  Summer,  1969.  (in  his  capacity  as  liaison  representative  for 

WFO  with  telephone  company)  he  received  oral  iiytructions  from  Ernest  Belter 

that  certain  wiretaps  would  be  placed  on  certain/phones  in  an  attempt  to 

uiicuvei"  leaks  at  Wliltc  Kouse.     GaffriSy  when,  he  receivGd  oral  instructicns 

*rom  Belter  to  institute  these  wiretaps  would/in  turn  orally  request  the 

ephone  corripany  representative  to  effectythe  requested  wiretap.     (Interview 

_  .ceport  Form  on  James  Gaffney,  see  tab  Lb, ) 

MONITORING  EMPLOYE ES.  WFO 


Ccorgc  F.  Hogg,  Special  Clerk,  WFO 

ilffiigned  to  Monitoring  Section,  WFO,  1969-1970,  and  until  mid -1971. 
Had  occasionto  m.onitor  telephone  surveillance  maintained  on  Dr.  Morton 
Halperin.    R^s^aid  he  recalls  on  one  occasion  he  saw  another  employee's 
log  v/herein  an  entry  had  been  made  that  Daniel  Ellsberg  had  stayed  with 
Dr.  Halperin  over  the  weekend.    During  this  visit  Ellsberg  made  a  call 
out  of  the  Halperin  residence  tq  a  now  vmrecalled  individual  in  effort  to 
set  up  a  pot-smoking  party,    il^s^aid  the  name  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  meant 
nothing  to  him  at  the  time  he  observed  the  name  on   the  log.     (Interview 
Report  Form  on  George-Ross,  see  tab  17.) 

James  D.  BarrJnardt,  Special  Clerk,  WFO 

Advised  he  v/as^assigned  duty  of  monitoring  telephone  siu-veiUances. 
WFO,  and  so  assigned  in  1969-1970.    Recalls  lie  monitored  telephone  surveillance 

Dr.  Halperin,  v-yho  was  employed  at  National  Security  Council,     Barnhardc 
said  that  Dr.  Halpsrin  anneared  to  be  close  friend  cf  a  Daniel  Ellsberg,  who  on 
occasion  stayed  at  HalpeVin's  house  overnight.    Earnhardt  does  not  recall  any 

-8a-  CONTINUED  -  OVER 
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28. 1     O.T.   JACOB  SON  MEMORANDUM,   MAY  12,    1972.   1,    8a-8b 

Memo  lor  Mr.  Walters 
Re:  SeusiLive  Coverage 

'^^^etails  relating  to  Ellsbcrg's  visits.     (Interview  Report  Form  oa  James 
Barnliardt,  sec  tab  16. ) 

-Raymond  Broz,  Jr.  ,  Special  Clerk,  WFO 

Advised  that  sometime  beginning  in  mid -1969  he  was  assigned  as  a 
relief  man  in  connection  v/ith  monitoring  wiretap  of  Dr.  Halperin.    Eroz.  ^  £? 
said  the  only  thing  he  can  recall  is  the  fact  that  Halperin  v/as  a  close  associate 
of  DanielE^lsberg  and  that  he  conversed  v/itii  Eilsberg  in  late  1969  and  early 
1970.    B^2  could  not  recall  any  details  concerning  conversations  between 
Halperin  and  Eilsberg,  nor  could  he  recall  the  exact  dates  of  these  conversations. 
(Interview  Report  Form  on  Raymond  Bros-,  see  tab  18.) 


DEUVERY  OF  WIRETAP  SUJvIMAREES  TO  WHITE  HOUSE 

SA  j^ebert  II.  llayitesj  Supervisor,  Intelligence  Division 

Jfejmes  has  been  handling  liaison  functions  v/ith  Wliite  House  since  Q969J) 
and  up  until  present  time.    Has  im.pression  that  sometime  beginning  in  1969 
Assistant  Director  Sullivan  received  requests  irom  White  House  for  installaiion 
of  wiretaps  on  newsmen  and  certain  White  House  Aides.    Ha^^nos  reasonably 
certain  that  on  one  occasion  General  Haig  telephoned  him  (lE^^  to  request- 
installation  of  v/iretap  on  an  individual,identity  not  now  recalled  by  Hayaoa, 
Haynca  merely  orally  passed  this  request  on  to  SulUvan. 


delivering  these  letters  to  White _Hpuse  in  September. 
Haynes  would  geLcallfrom  Mis^f-^ft4y,  Director's  o 
then  go  to  Miss  da-xity-'s  office,  note  on  yellow  file  coj 


fetynos  had  'knowledge  that  former  SA_Wells  v^s  preparing  letters  to 
White  House  regarding  results  of  this  coverage.    Hs^^sbs  believes  he  began 

1969.     In  doing  so, 
office.     HajTies  would 
^s  office,  note  on  yellow  file  copy,  'Delivered  by 
Liaison, "  and  note  the  date  and  his  initials.    Letter  was  then  sealed  and 
personally  delivered  by  him  to  the  office  of  the  addressee  on  the  envelope. 
At  first  letters  were  addressed  to  Dr.  Kssinger,  sometimes  a  dual  letter 
to  Dr.  Kissinger  and  the  President,  but  ultimately  the  letters  were  addressed  to 
H.  R.  Haldeman. 

Sometime  after  Sullivan  v;as  designat^  Assistant  to  the  Director 
and  moved  into  Justice  Building  office,  ftarj=r=^  received  telephone  call 
from  Lawrence  Higby  from  the  White  House  to  come  by  and  pick  up  the 
letters  on  the  sensitive  coverage.    Sometime  subsequently  he  believes 
he  was  told  by  Sullivan  that  Assistant  Attorney  General  Mardian  had  made 
arrangements  for  the  other  letters  to  the  president  or  Dr.   Kissinger  to 
be  returned  and  he  was  sent  to  pick  them  up.    He  went  to  General  Haig,  \mo  made 

^b  CONTENDED  -OVER 
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S8.2     DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE  TRANSMITTAL  NOTE,    JULY  3,    1971 


DO-6 

OFMCt' OP    DIRECTOR 

FEDERAL   BUREAU   OF  INVESTIGATION 

UNITED   STATES  DEPAiRTMENT   OF  JUSTICE 

July  3 »  i97i  ■ 


A  copy  of  the  attached  had  been 
cent  to  Assistant  Director  Eremian 
office  ard  la  telrg  handled. 
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38.2     ROBERT  MABDIAN  MEMORANDUM.   JULY   2.  1971 

(..MiiLy  o..viiO  «jw\  I;.^^.^.M^..s  1  Or.l'ARTM  [^XT  Ol 


MeviGTcuidum 


TO    :  Director  date:  July  2, 

Fc^dcral  Eurcau  of  Investigation 

FROM  :  Robert  C.  Ilardian  '^ 

Assistant  Attorney  General 
Internal  Security  Division 

subject:  Daniel  Ellsberg 

Electronic  Sur^s^eillance 


Daniel  Ellsberg  is  under  indictment  for 
violation  of  18  U.S.C,  793(e)  and  other  sections 
(espionage).   It  is  anticipated  that  his  defense 
counsel  will  file  a  motion  to  produce  all  evidence 
obtained  by  electronic  surveillance. 

Therefore  would  you  please  supply  us  with 
electronic  sur'/eillance  information  on  the  abov3- 
nasiad  individual,  following  the  form  given  in  the 
memorandii-n  frooi  Assistant  Attorney  General,  Will  VJilson 
to.  you  dac«?d  April  16,  1969,  capuioned  ''Electronic 
Surveillance, et  al." 

In  addition,  should  your  files  reveal  the 
individual  or  the  premises  in  V7hich  he  had  a  proprietory 
interest  was  subjected  to  electronic  sur^/eillance,  we 
would  appreciate  your  furnishing  us  with  the  following: 

1,   Logs  disclosing  the  conversations  of  the 
defendant  and  logs  of  any  of  the  premises 
.-_  ,in  v/hich  the  defendant  is  or  x/as  the  ovmer, 
""""-lessee,  or  licensee. 

•-.?,■-  2..  Any  airtels  vjhich  expand  or  sucmarize  the 

/^portions  of  the  logs  disclosed  unless  fully 
reflected  in  the  log  itself. 


SfCP^^' 


NOTE ■     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN 
AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL 
BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED 
INDIVIDUALS  RAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER  DESIGNATION. 
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38. 2     ROBERT  MARDIAN  MEMORANDUM,    JULY  2,    2971 

3.   Any  rr.op.oranoa ,  incluciin;;  rcportc  to  the 
DeparcQ^nt  of  Jug  Lice,  x.-hich  expand  or 
su-^^Tiariz'j  the  portions  of  the  lof:s 
mentioacc  above  or  vrhich  doraonr.  trace 
pertinent  leads  vrhich  may  have  c.o.-ae 
from  the  electroiiic  surveillance. 

If  your  records  indicate  that  the  individual 

has  used  na~es  other  than  that  ?iven,  please  check  your 

electronic  sur^^eillance  indices  v/ith -respect  to  the 
a-dditional  nanes. 

Finally,  please  refer  to  the  Attorney  General's 
memorandum  or  July  14,  1959,  captioned  "Electronic 
Surveillance*'  outlining  certain  procedures  to  be  folloxved 
to  insure  against  the  monitoring  of  defendant's  attorneys 
or  defense  strategy  conversations  in  connection  v;ith  the 
Bellinger  prosecution  in  Chicago,   As  Ellsberg  is  under 
indictnient,  si;-ailar  procedures  should  be  instituted  by 
your  Bureau  '71  th  respect  to  the  rp.onitoring  of  future  con- 
versations of  Ellsberg  and  any  conversations,  betr/een 
any  tr.jo   persons,  relating  to  defense  strategy. 

Because  of  the  pendency  of  court  proceedings 
xje  ask  that  you  handle  this  aatter  as  e:;peditiously  as 
possible. 
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38.3     WILLIAM  BUCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES.  MAY  10,   1973 


Mr.  William  C.  Sullivan 

Director  May  10,  1973 

Ollicc  of  Nations!  Narcotics  Intelligence 

Acting  Director,  FDI  • 

SElx^SITIVE  COVERAGE  PL.'\CED  AT  REQUEST 
OF  THE  V/mi'E  HOUSE 

I  have  been  iTiformccI  tliat  upon  interview  by  an  Inspector  and  a  Special 
^gcnt  of  tiiie  Bureau  you  requef-ted  that  ail  <:;uestions  coiicernins  tliis  matter  be 
lirectcd  to  you  in  writing  and  U-.at  you  would  tiioreaftor,  to  the  best  of  your 
ibiiity,  arxswer  each  question  presented.    The  follov/iug  is  la  response  to  tliat 
•equest; 

3aclt^5round_ 

As  you  know,  in  early  1539  the  FBI  was  requested  to  initiate  sensitive 
lovcrage  (v/irotaps)  cf  cercai;:  White  Honse  sL^fi  members  and  otiicrs  in  order 
.0  uncover  pooSiole  ieal'^  at  the  White  House  alfcccing  the  national  security. 
The  purpose  of  this  interrorrctory  i?  to  fidlv  resolve  details  of  that  coverage, 
ifou  sxe  requested  to  respond  to  the  loiiov/mj: 

1.  The  identity  of  the  Wliite  House  official  or  officials  v.'ho  requested 
hat  the  FEI  Initiate  this  sensitive  ■sfiretap  coverarje  ajid  identity  of  any  fcliow- 
ip  caUs  for  similar  coverage  da  others. 

2.  By  v/hat  method  were  these  reauests  for  wiretap  coverage  transmitted 
:o  the  FEI? 

S.    To  v/hat  FEI  official  (s)  v;ere  these  requests  made? 

4.    Was  v.'ritten  a.uthoriz?.ticn  received  at  tlie  F33I  from  then  Attorney 
jcneral  Iv'itcheil,  as  v.'as  the  procedure  in  other  national  security  niatters  of 
.his  nahu'c?    u'as  a  written  autlicrization  securc^d  from  the  Atloraoy  General 
3n  cuch?    If  not,  wiiy?    If  so,  wijere  mi^l-.t  such  v/ritten  aulhorizaiion  now  be 
located? 


n 


5.    Were  there  records  of  these  v.'irctaps  kept  by  the  FBI  at  any  tinio? 


W^^  ^"  5f^t^-^ 


^^ 


:^ 
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28.3     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES,   MY  10,    1972 

Mr.  William  C.  Sullivan 

a.  If  60,  describe  sucli  records. 

b.  .  V/here,  when,  and  by  whom  were  such  i-ccords  kept? 

C.    Were  these  records  maintained  in  your  personal  and 
official  custody  while  serving  as  Assistant  Director  and  Aesistant 
to  the  Director? 


Li 


d.  If  so,  on  whose  order  v;ere  they  so  maintained? 

e.  Who  had  access  to  these  records  while  in  your  custody? 

f.  What  became  of  tl:c  records  In  your  custody? 

6.    If  some  records  were  maii-italned  by  FBI  perBnnnel  other  thp.n 
yourself  describe  the  records,  identify  (he  persons  having  custody,  the  period 
of  time  of  such  custody,  the  present  whereabouts  of  such  records,  if  Imown,  and 
if  not  Icnovm,  any  informaticra  in  your  possession  relathig  to  their  maintenance 
and  disposition. 

__■  7.    Ideiitlfy  the  oiriciala  in  thc;  United  Ctatc-3  Depai-tment  of  Juoticc  and 
the  FBi  responsibie  for  carryiiig  out  the  wiretap  program.    Specify  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  each. 

8.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  name  the  Individuals  on  whom 
wiretaps  wore  placed. 

9.  To  tlie  best  of  your  recollection,  state  the  approximate  times 
during  v;hich  each  varetap  was  in  operation. 

10.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  describe  the  results  achieved 
from  each  wiretap. 

11.  Identify  all'FDI  personnel  who  had  any  connection  with  tlie  installa- 
tion, review,  analysis,  recording  and  disGcrainr.licn  of  tiio  results  of  the  wiretap 
Information  in  question. 


-2 
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38.3     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES,   MAY  10,    1971 

Mr.  WiUiam  C.  Sullivan 

12.  To  whom  and  in  what  manner  was  such  information  disseminatecl? 

13.  From  whom  and  in  what  manner  were  instructions  issued  to  dis- 
continue the  wiretaps? 

14.  To  whom  in  the  FDI  were  these  instructions  issued?  V.'hcn  did  aU 
Buch  activity  cease  on  wiretaps,  the  records  of  v/hich  were  maintained  in  your 
custody? 

15.  On  October  5,  1971,  you  advised  Mr.  W.  Mark  Felt  tliat  you  gave 
Charles  D.  Brcnnan  (nov;  SAC  at  FEZ  Office  in  Alexandria)  a  brief  case  contaLiinj 
the  sensitive  material  obta.ined  as  a  result  of  the  above  wiretaps  v/ith  Instructions 
to  Breanan  to  crive  the  brief  case  to  then  Assistant  Attorney  General  Ivobert 
Mardian.    Describe  in  detail  the  contents  of  this  brief  case.    Specifically  cover 
whether  it  contained  the  autliorir.ations  from  the  Attorney  General  applicable 

to  these  v/irctans.    When  was  Uiis  done?   Was  it  done  before  or  after  you 
applied  for  retirement? 

16.  Who  in  the  FBI  made  the  decision  to  turn  over  internal  FBI  records 
directly  to  r.lr.  -Mai-dian?    WhuL  v.;uavuisatiou3  did  ycu  h?.vc  v/ith  others  res^rdinQ; 
this  ?    With  whom  7 

17.  On  whose  authority  was  this  decision  made?   ■ 

18.  V/])y  was  this  material  turned  over  to  Mr.  Mardian? 

19.  V/liat  disposition  v^'as  made  of  this  material  r.nd  by  whom?  Was 
the  Attorney  General  aware  of  the  disposition? 

20.  Were  ajiy  copies  made  by  5'ou  or  anyone  else  to  your  ):nov;ledge  of 
this  sensitive  material  before  or  after  its  transmittal  to  Mr.  Mardian?      If  so, 
Wliat  happened  to  them? 

21.  As  this  wiretap  project  v/as  on-nolnj,  to  whom  in  the  V/hite  House 
or  any  other  place  v/ero  reports  made  concerning  resuKs  obtained? 

22.  ricv/  were  those  reports  convoyed  (written  or  oral),  and  with  what 
frequency  were  thc-y  made? 
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38.3     WILLIAM  RUCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES,   MAY  10,    1973 

Mr.  William  C.  Sullivan 

23.  Do  you  liave  any  {nfovmation  v.'hlch  would  Indicate  that  any  Gpcciiic 
•wiretap  coverage  continued  after  authorization  was  rescinded?   If  so,  provide 
details. 

24.  Do  you  have  any  lmowled;TO,  or  reacon  to  believe  that  Mr.  Mardian 
or  anyone  else  turned  over  any  material  in  this  niatler  to  Gordon  Liddy,  Howard 
ilunt,  James  McCord,  John  D?an,  or  anyone  else  at  the  V/liito  House  or  else- 
where?     If  so,  provide  details. 

25.  There  liave  been  leal:s  of  FBI  data  concerning  this  matter  to  Time 
magaslne  and  possibly  other  periodicals.    Are  you  aware  of  the  source  of  any 
Buch  lealcs?   If  so,  provide  details. 

An  expeditious  response  is  requested. 
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38.3     WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  ANSWERS  TO  WILLIAM 
RVCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES,   MAY  11,    1973 

TO     :  Mr.  Ullliam  D.  Ruckelshdus  DATE:   May  11,  1973 

Acting  Director 
Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation 


:  Investigation         yf-.n  orp^rT 


FROM   :  William  C.  Suliiyan 
Director 
Office  of  National  Narcotics  Intelligence 

SUBJECT:  SEKSITI'.'E  COVER.\GE  PLACED  AT  REQUEST 
OF  THE  V.lilTE  HOUSE 


Please  refer  to  your  laemoranduia  to  me  of  May  10,  1973.  In  ansv:ering 
your  questions  I  wil]  follow  the  format  of  your  memorandum  extending  from 
question  1  through  25. 

1.  In  regard  to  the  V/hite  House,  I  think  it  would  be  most 
appropriate  if  this  question  was  addressed  to  Kr.  Haldenan. 

2.  By  both  conversations  and  written  communications. 

3.  The  requests  were  made  cither  directly  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover 
or  Indirectly  through  myself. 


r 


L 


Written  authorization  was  secured  from  the  ALLomey  General 
In  each  case. 

Yes,  these  records  were  naintalnod  in  my  office  at  the  FBI. 

(a)  The  records  included  logs,  sum^iaries  and  correspondence. 

(b)  As  indicated,  these  records  were  maintained  In  my  office. 

(c)  Yes. 

(d)  They  were  maintained  by  me  on  tlie  orders  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover.   He  did  not  want  them  in  FBI  files  and  said  so 
on  tsjo  or  three  occasions. 


(e)   Mr.  Bernard  Vfells,  then  a  supervisor  in  the  Domestic 

Intelligence  Division,  myself,  and  any  secretary  selected 
L         to  handle  the  dictation  (restricted  to  two  for  the  most 
part). 


•/'"^  6  ■I-"''*  C~  (^ '' ^^^  These  records,  on  Presidential  and  Attorney  Genera]  request, 
O-f*'"  ir'"'  /''  ('  •  •  i''*'"''  "'^'^^  given  to  l.'r.  Robert  C.  Mardian,  then  Assistant  Attorney 
\''  .  ^  '  Q-^    V'v'^     General  of  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Dcparti:ent. 


P'<^y  .^.'  ^'     TOP  SECRET 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 


&93 


(692) 


38.3     WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  ANSWERS  TO  WILLIAM 
RUCKELSUAUS  INTERROGATORIES,   MAY  11,    1973 


\'.LHy:\:T\    b. 


6.  The  records  v;ere  rr.ainLained,  as  Indicated,  in  my  office  and 
not  by  personnel  other  than  myself. 

7.  Apart  from  the  secretaries,  persons  handling  the  wiretap  program 
v6re  Rol.'crt  Haynes;  \;ho  handled  liaison,  Bernard  Wells  who  handled 
the  analysis  and  dictation,  and  myself  handling  administration. 

8.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  the  individuals  on  whom  wiretaps 
v.'ere  placed  included:      0  .  A/j  T'      ., 

A;,       L.  ,  3>  and        3  .   There  were 

others  but  I  do  not  remember  them  at  this  time  (around  16-18). 

9.  I  do  not  remember  the  approximate  times  but  the  general  time 
period  was  from  1969  -  1971. 

10.  The  records  were  considered  to  be  very  helpful  in  some  cases 
and  in  others  they  were  of  little  or  no  value.   I  do  not  recall 
the  specific  elements  involved. 

11.  It  is  suggested  that  the  identity  of  I;BI  personnel  who  were 
connected  with  the  installations  be  secured  from  the  V/ashington 
Field  Office.   I  do  not  know  v/ho  made  the  installations.   I  have 
already  set  forth  those  liandling  the  materials  at  the  Seat  of 
Government. 

12.  TliP.  material  v;as  dlcscminatcd  by  letter  over  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover's 
signature  to  the  VJliite  House.   For  seme  time  the  letters  v/ere 
addressed  to  and  sent  to  the  President  and  Dr.  Kissinger.   Later 
they  v/ere  sent  only  to  Mr.  llaldeman.^'  A  few  summaries  were 
prepared  for  tlie  Attorney  General  in  mecorandun  form. 

13.  As  I  recall,  instructions  to  discontinue  came  from  the  Wliite 
House  and  were  relayed  to  Mr.  Hoover. 

lA.   In  the  main,  these  instructions  v^ere  issued  to  me.   However, 
Mr.  Hoover  did  liave  some  conversations  v.-ith  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 
Mr.  Haldeman,  and  Dr.  Kissinger.   As  I  recall, the  wiretap 
activity  ceased  during  the  first  part  of  1971. 

15.  The  contents  of  the  case  included  logs  ar.d  letters  related 
to  the  special  wiretaps  project.   /^  I  recall,  they  did 
Include  the  aiitliorizaticns  of  the  Attoriicy  General.   As 
previously  indic.ttoc ,  on  instructions  ihi3  material  was 
furnished  to  i.'r.  Mardian  before  my  retirement. 

16.  I  turned  over  tl\e  raterials  of  this  special  project  on 
instruction  to  Mr.  Mardian.   I  had  no  cc-versation  about  it. 
vith  ovhorr.   I;;  v/.:;  :  ;y  c": : ;  ::ic-i. 

-  2  " 

*In  Kay  3  97C  tl-.erc  was  a  meeting  at  t!;e  Wiite  I'ou.-a  of  the  President, 
Mr.  Haldc'.van  a:id  Mr.  Hoover.   They  decided  tlie  letters  wou]d  go  to 
Mr.  Haldeman. 
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38. 5     WILLIAM  SULLIVAN  ANSWERS  TO  WILLIAM 

RUCKELSHAUS  INTERROGATORIES,   MAY  11,    197Z 

Mr.  V.'ililan  D.  Ruckeluhaua 

17.  As  previously  stated,  on  Instruction  I  turned  over  the- material, 
follov.'ing  a  discussion  in  depth  with  Mr.  Mardian  relative  to 
security  and  possible  abuses  of  the  material. 

18.  As  previously  stated,  this  material  was  turned  over  to 

Mr.  Mardian  in  response  to  Presidential  and  Attorney  General 
request. 

19.  Tlie  material  was  to  be  given  maximum  security.   Where  and 
by  whom  I  do  not  know.   I  do  not  know  whether  the  Attorney 
General  was  aware  of  the  disposition. 

20.  No. 

21.  To  Dr.  Kissinger  and  later  this  was  changed  to  Mr.  Haldeman. 

221   They  were  written  reports,  hand-carried.   I  do  not  recall 

the  exact  frequency  but  they  were  sent  over  whenever  anything 
appeared  on  the  logs  v;liich  were  releyant. 

23.  No. 

24.  No. 

25.  No,  I  am  not  aware  of  the  source  of  such  leaks.   However, 
judging  from  the  nature  of  this  information  and  the  precise 
details  if  correct,  it  would  seem  that  some  of  it  may  have 
come  from  inside  the  FBI. 


„   "5 
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COv  ; 


Memorandum 


TO 


FROM 


Mr.    E.    S.    Miller 


DATC: 


Mr.    T.    J.    Smith 


-r:f!? 


'J'u.Hi 


Q 


SUBJECT:     SENSITIVE   COTCRAGE   PLACED   AT   THE 
REQUEST  OF   THE   WHITE   HOUSE 


or 


5/13/73 

1-MJ-. 
1-Mr . 
l-Mr. 
1-Mr. 
I  1-Mr . 

'/^  l-»lr. 
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Mr.  Co.-.-ij: 

Vj.  G.  t-^i.— 

Mr.  Jcriiis 
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Eardley  v.-.  vui-.  e:  i^i. 
Felt    vx.Sr.^-! 1 

E.s.Miiigr;;;.::;-"'  — 

Vi'a  1 1  er  S    Tcle.  ?.;.■-  
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Pursuant  to  instructions  of  ths  Acting  Director,  I 
met  him  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  Mj.  Leonard 
Garment  at  room  128  of  the  Executive  Office  Building.   We 
met  Mr.  Fred  Buzhardt  who  took  us  to  a  room  with  a  vault  and 
turned  over  to  us  two  sealed  boxes  which  we  determined  to  be 
official  records  of  the  FBI  which  had  been  in  the  protective 
custody  of  former  Assistant  to  the  Director  William  C.  Sullivan 
prior  to  his  retirement  in  October,  1971. 

Mr.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  examined 
and  that  a  receipt  describing  them  should  be  prepared  and  signed 
by'me  before  they  were  removed  from  the  vault.   I  then  proceeded 
to  examine  the  records  and  make  an  inventory  in  the  form  of  a 
rece:'r'''=   E^fh  hnv  was  inventoried  Sfnp.ratply  and  a  rnnv  of  thf> 

receipt  prepared  by  me  is  attached  for  information. 

I  finished  the  inventory  at  about  2:30  PM  and  Mr.  Garment 
then  looked  over  the  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  out  of  the 
•vault  with  th3  two  boxes  of  records  at  2:45  PM.   A  Secret  Service 
Agent  who  had  remained  in  the  vault  area  while  the  records  were 
being  inventoried  drove  me  to  the  Federal  Triangle  Building  where 
the  Intelligence  Division  is  located.   The  records  are  presently 
being  maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  your  office. 


The  two  boxes  contain  the  original  logs  of  interco 
the  various  electronic  surveillances  operated;  the  origin 
letters  to  the  Attorney  General,  each  signed  by  him,  requ 
authorization  to  install  the  electronic  surveillances;  Or 
letters  to  President  Nixon,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Mr,  Haldeman, 
Ehrlichman  reporting  on  the  results  of  the  electronic  sui 
the  FBI  yellow  file  copies  on  the  above-mentioned  letters 
of  letters  to  the  Attorney  General  advising  of  discontinu 
the  electronic  surveillances;  cover  memoranda  relating  to 
to  the  Attorney  General,  The  President,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Mr 
*and  Mr.  Ehrlichman;  miscellaneous  other  correspondence, 

cables  to  and  fro.T. relating  to  electronic  surveilla 

coverage  arranged  by  our  , there,  and  general 
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Enclosures 


^:„     ^  ^^^^'"-r^/^ 


pts  of 
al,  signed 
esting 
iginal 
a  nd  Mr . 
veillances ; 

copies 
ances  of 

letters 
.  Halder.an. 
including 
nee 

background 


'\^ 


TJS:ts 

.JUU4^1973V 


_  ^  fMAY  2  9  1373         -^ 

ROUTE  IH:,EilVaLD?E 
JO?  mm"" 


I  7 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
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38.4     T.J.    SMITH  MEMORANDUM^   MAY  12,    1973,    1,    8 

The  summaries  are  full  of  examples  of  careless  and  loose 
talk  about  matters  being  handled  in  the  V.'hite  House  by  the  persons 
ia  the  White  House  on  whom  coverage  v/as  placed.   Even  the  v/ives 
had  a  habit  of  discussing  their  husbands'  work  unnecessarily.   For 
example,  in  one  case  Mrs.     A'    ,  in  a  conversation  v/ith  a 
cemetary  lot  salesman,  revealed  that  her  husband  had  been  working 
long  hours  preparing  a  speech  for  President  Nixon  to  deliver 
shortly. 

Various  of  the  White  House  personnel  were  often  in  contact 
with  newspaper  men,  and  some  were  involved  in  close  personal 
relationships  with  newsmen. 


With  specific  respect  to  any  monitoring  of  Daniel  Ellsberg, 
a  review  of  the  logs  of  the  Halperin  electronic  surveillance 
revealed  fifteen  instances  of  Ellsberg  on  the  Halperin  national 
security  electronic  surveillance.   There  is  attached  hereto  a 
rough  draft  summary  of  the  Ellsberg  intercepts.   It  is  to  be 
noted  that  aside  from  one  conversation  on  11/22/70,  which  perhaps 
established  a  rationale  for  Ellsberg's  anti-v/ar  posture,  none  of 
the  intercepts  of  Ellsberg  were  related  in  any  way  to  the  Pentagon 
Papers  investigation.   Seme  of  the  intercepted  conversations 
related  to  drugs  such  as  LSD  and  marijuana. 

There  is  one  folder  in  the  material  bearing  the  code 

word  " ."   This  has  to  do  with  Joseph  Kraft,  the  syndicated 

columnist.   Nothing  in  the  folder  suggested  that  coverage  of 
: Kraft  had  been  requested  by  the  White  House  or  anyone.   However, 
a  number  of  personal  letters  marked  "Top  Secret  -  Do  Not  File" 
addressed  to  Mr.  Hoover  suggests  that  ?,!r.  Hoover  was  ap/are  of 

the  " "  project.   In  essence,  Joe  Kraft  apparently  made  a 

European  trip  in  1969  and  someone  desired  electronic  coverage 
of  him  while  he  was  abroad.   Sullivan  made  a  special  trip  to 

,  where  he  apparently  arranged  through  the  , Attache 

to  have  the  authorities  place  a  microphone  in  Ki'aft's 

hotel  room  in  ;.   There  are  logs  indicating  that  microphone 

coverage  was  instituted  and  reported  through  the Attache. 

There  are  no  tickler  or  file  copies  of  any  summary  memoranda 
to  indicate  that  the  results  of  the  coverage  on  Kraft  were  ever 
furnished  to  anyone  but  Mr.  Hoover. 

For  the  time  being  all  of  these  records  are  being 
maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  Intelligence  Division 
space.   We  will  begin  immediately  to  integrate  the  records 
into  our  regular  "June"  files  and  to  prepare  appropriate 
general  and  special  electronic  surveillance  indices  so  that  the 
integrity  of  FBI  records  will  be  restored. 
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39.       On  July  1,  1971  Colson  and  Hunt  discussed  various  aspects  of 
the  Pentagon  Papers  matter.   This  telephone  conversation  was  recorded 
and  transcribed  by  Colson,  and  on  July  2,  1971  he  sent  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  to  Haldeman  with  the  recommendation  that  Haldeman  meet  Hunt. 
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39.1  E,  Howard  Hunt  testimony,  9  SSC  3665 698 

39.2  Memorandum  from  Charles  Colson  to  H.R.  Haldeman, 
July  2,  1971  and  transcript  of  telephone  conver- 
sation between  Charles  Colson  and  E.  Howard  Hunt, 

July  1,  1971,  SSC  Exhibit  No.  148,  9  SSC  3877-80...  699 
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39.1     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  24,    19? Z,    9  SSC  3665 

3665 

Sir.  Dash.  Mr.  Hunt.  }"our  statement  has,  I  think,  put  sufficiently 
in  the  record  introductory  material  concerning  your  backfjjound  and 
your  career  and  your  present  status  under  the  question  of  Judge  Sirica ; 
therefore.  I  will  not  go  ii\to  those  questions  or  repeat  that. 

In  the  early  part  of  1971,  Mr.  Hunt,  did  you  discuss  with  ?.Ir.  Colson 
the  possibilitv  of  vour  obtaining  a  position  at  the  "Wliite  House? 

Mr.  Hunt."  I  did. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  Did  you  have  a  telephone  conversation  with  JMr.  Colson, 
and  -who  initiated  that  telephone  conversation? 

Mr.  Htjnt.  I  had  numerous  telephone  conversations  with  ]Mr.  Colson, 
Mr.  Dash.  I  would  apprecir.  e  your  being  a  little  more  specific 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

On  July  2,  1971 — July  1,  actually — did  you  receive  a  telephone  call 
from  'Mr.  Colson? 

Mr.  HxTNT.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Let  me  show  you  what  purports  to  be  a  transcript  of  that 
conversation.  "Would  you  please  look  at  it  ? 

Mr.  HxTXT.  I  have  examined  the  purported  transcript,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Does  that  purport  to  be  or  reflect  the  conversation  you 
had  with  Mr.  Colson? 

Mr.  Hunt.  It  does;  yes. 

Senator  Ervtn*.  The  document  will  be  appropriately  marked  as  an 
exhibit  and  received  as  such  along  with  the  introductory  memorandum 
for  Mr.  Haldeman  from  Mr.  Colson. 

[The  documents  referred  to  were  marked  exhibit  No.  148.*] 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  in  that  conversation  with  Mr.  Colson,  did  Mr. 
Colson  question  you  concerning  your  viewpoints  and  attitudes  con- 
cerning the  Pentagon  Papers  of  Mr.  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  Hu>-T.  Yes. 

Mr.' Dash.  And  would  you  look  at  page  2,  the  last  line?  "Would  you 
read  that  for  the  committee? 

Mr.  Hu-VT.  Colson's  question? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ht;>t  [reading]. 

Let  me  ask  you  this,  Howard,  this  question:  Do  Toa  think  with  the  right 
resources  employed  that  this  thing  could  be  tnmed  into  a  major  public  case 
against  EUsb*rg  and  coconspirators? 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  you  respond  to  that  on  the  top  of  the  nert  page  ? 
Mr.  HtjNT.  ^ly  response  was  as  follows : 

Tes,  I  do,  but  you  have  established  a  qnaliflcation  here  that  I  don't  know 
whether  it  can  be  met. 


Mr.  Dash.  "Would  you  continue  to  read  the  next  few  lines? 

Mr.  Tnoirrsox.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Dash.  !May  we  have  copies? 

Mr.  Dash.  You  should  have  copies  of  that.  I  understand  we  are 
checking  out  that  a  full  set  of  all  these  exhibits  were  handed  out.  Some 
of  the  people  next  to  me  have  indicated  that  that  particular  transcript 
is  not  there. 

Mr.  Thompson.  Are  you  making  arrangements  to  have  copies  avail- 
able ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  they  are  being  run  off  now.  Tliere  should  be  a  copy 
in  the  set  that  was  given  to  every  member  and  yourself.  ]Mr.  Thompson. 

•See  p.  oSTX. 
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39.2     CHARLES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM,    JULY  2,    1971,    WITH  ATTACHMENT, 
SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    148,    9  SSC  2877-80 

3877 

Exhibit  No.  148 

July  2.    1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:  H.R.   HALDEMAN 

FROM:  CHARLES  COI^ON 

SUBJECT:  Howard  Hunt 

•The  more  I  think  about  Howard  Hunt's  background,    politics, 
disposition  and  experience,    the  more  I  think  it  would  be  worth 
your  time  to  meet  him.     I  had  forgotten  when  I  talked  to  you 
that  he  was  the  CIA  mastermind  on  the  Bay  of  Pig's.     He  told 
me  a  long  time  ago  that  if  the  truth  w^ere  even  know,    Kennedy 
would  be  destroyed. 

If  you  want  to  get  a  feel  of  his  attitude,    I  transcribed  a  conver- 
sation with  him  yesterday  on  it.     Needless  to  say,    I  did  not 
even  approach  what  we  had  been  talking  about,    but  merely 
sounded  out  his  own  ideas. 
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39.2     TRANSCRIPT  OF  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION  BETWEEN  CHARLES  COLSON  AND 
g.  HOWARD  HUNT,   SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    148,    9  SSC  2878-80 

3878 

Conversation  with  Howard  Hunt,  July  1, 1071 

H.     Hello,  younjj  man,  how  are  you? 

C.     Well,  I'm  (loins  alright.  Haren't  talked  to  you  in  a  dog's  age. 

H.     That's  right,  too  long. 

C.  Tell  me  somethinsr.  as  a  good  ohservor  of  the  political  scene,  what  do  you 
thinlv  ot"  :his  Ellii)ergproseoniion? 

H.  I  think  they  are  prosecuting  him  for  the  wrong  thing,  possession.  Isn't  there 
a  phase  of  the  law  that,  aspect  ot  the  law,  that  focuses  it  on  the  theft  aspect 
rather  than  just  mere  possession? 

C.  I  don't  know,  it  may  be  that  there  can  be  stiffer  charges  as  the  investigatiou 
develops. 

H.  I  want  to  see  him  prosecuted.  I  do,  that's  how  I  feel  about  it;  what  I  think 
is  good  for  the  Administration  may  very  well  be  two  different  things  and  I 
gather  that's  what  you're  asking. 

C.     Do  you  think  this  guy  is  a  lone  wolf? 

H.  Yes,  I  do  with  the  exception  of  the  eastern  establishment  which  certainly 
aided  and  abetted  him.  1  think  the  whole  thing  was  all  mapped  out  well  in 
advanco.  Don't  you? 

C.  Do  you  think  cons-piracy  here  of  people,  you  know,  you've  mentioned  before 
the  bureaucrats  conspiring  against  the  President? 

H.  Yea,  yea,  well  when  I  first  heard  about  this  I  assumed  that  Mort  Halpern 
was  responsible  and  then  his  name  came  out  but  in  an  ancillary  way.  Of 
course,  I  never  knew  the  guy.  One  of  the  things  that's  fascinated  me  about 
EUsberg  is  that  he  is  an  employee  of  CENIS 

C.     \\'ho? 

H.  The  Center  for  International  Studies  at  MIT  which  of  course  for  many  years 
was  funded  by  the  CIA  and 

C.     Not  any  more? 

H.  Well,  that  I  don't  know.  It  may  be  like  Radio  Free  Europe  and  Radio 
Europe,  those  are  things  of  the  past.  But  it  seems  to  me  indispensible  that  he 
be  prosecuted,  but  how  he's  going  to  avoid  prosecuting  Artun  Sultzberger 
and  people  like  that. 

C.     Why  avoid  it? 

H.  Well,  I  don't  know.  If  there  is  a  good  clear  case  rather  than  an  "iffy"  one  I 
certainly  would  go  for  it.  I  think  that  the  temper  of  the  country  is  certainly 
such  that  it's  required.  I  think  there  is  a  great  deal  of  dismay  and  concern 
among  the,  let's  say,  the  silent  majority,  that  is  our  principal  constituency 
that  this  hasn't  been  done,  that  it  be  expanded  to  include  these  people. 

C.  One  question  that  occurs  to  me.  This  thing  could  go  one  of  two  ways.  EUsberg 
could  be  turned  into  a  martyr  of  the  new  left  (he  probably  will  be  anyway), 
or  it  could  be  another  .A.lger  Hiss  case,  where  the  guy  is  exposed,  other  people 
were  operating  with  him.  and  this  may  be  the  way  to  really  carry  it  out ;  we 
might  be  able  to  put  this  bastard  into  a  helluva  situation  and  discredit  the 
new  left. 

H.  It  would  a  marvelous  way  if  we  could  do  it,  but  of  course,  you've  got  the 
Times  and  the  Post  and  the  Monitor  and  all  sorts  of  things. 

C.  They've  got  to  print  the  news,  you  know,  if  this  thing  really  turns  into  a 
sensational  case. 

H.  Well,  you  of  course,  you're  in  a  much  i)etter  spot  to  see  how  the  Administra- 
tion stands  to  gain  from  it  and  at  this  point,  I  would  be  willing  to  set  aside 
my  personal  yen  for  vengeance  to  make  sure  that  the  Administration  profits 
from  this.  Now  it's  turned  out,  I  gather  from  noonday  news  reports,  it's 
become  apparent  that  JFK  \\as  the  guy  who  slid  us  into  this  thing  hack  in 
May  or  so  of  1061. 

C.     Hell,  you  know  that  from  where  you  were. 

H.     I  knew  that,  yes,  but  it  had  never  surfaced  before. 

C.  Let  me  a.sk  you  this.  Howard,  this  question.  Do  you  think  with  the  right 
resources  employed  that  this  thing  could  be  turned  into  a  major  public  case 
against  lOllsberir  and  cn-con.spirators? 

H.  Yes,  I  do,  but  you've  established  a  qualification  here  that  I  don't  know 
whether  it  can  be  met. 

C.     Whar's  that? 

H.     Well,  with  the  proper  resources. 

0.     Well,  I  think  the  resiiurces  are  there. 

H.     Well,  I  would  say  so  absijlutely. 


(700) 


39.2     TRANSCRIPT  OF  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION  BETWEEN  CHARLES  COLSON  AND 
E.    HOWARD  HUNT,   SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    148^    9  SSC  2878-80 
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C.     Then  your  answer  would  be  we  should  go  down  tlie  line  to  nail  the  guy  cold? 
H.     Go  domi  the  line  to  nail  ttu,-  guv  cold,  yes.  As,  and  you  know,  many  people, 

far  many  more  than  luy.-elf  have  referred  to  the  Otepka  case  you  know  as, 

by  way  of  envidous  [sic]  comparison.  Here  Otepka  ^ave  a  few  documents  to  a 

legally  constiruted  .Senatnrial  C'damitrfe  and  he'.s  been  hnunJetl  erer  .since 

and  as  Jack  Kiljiatrick  ,-aid  a  few  niglits  ago  in  liis  column,  it  depends  on 

whose  ox  is  being  gore  [sic]. 
C.     Well,  that's  riglit.  They  [lilliored  [sic]  this  guy  for  a  lot  less  than  what  these 

guys  did.  I  just  have  the  feeling  that  the  Administration  vs.  the  press  issue  is 

now  over  with  and  for  better  or  tvorse,  I  don't  think  it  liurt  us  at  all,  frankly 

because  anybody  who  would  turn  against  us  because  we're  anti-press,  we've 

already  turned  them  against  us. 
H.     You're  absolutely  right. 
C.     And  that  at  this  i>oint,  the  profit  to  us  in  in  nailing  any  son  of  a  bitch  who 

would  steal  a  secret  document  of  the  government  and  publish  it  or  would 

conspire  to  steal  it  ...  . 
H.    ...  or  aid  and  assist  in  its  .  .  . 
C.    And  that  the  ca.se  now  can  be  made  on  that  grounds  where  I  don't  see  that 

we  could  lose. 
H.     It  has  to  be  made  on  criminal  grounds  and  .  .  . 
C.     It  also  has  to  be  this  case,  won't  be  tried  in  the  court,  it  will  be  tried  in  the 

newspapers.  So  it's  going  to  take  some  resourceful  engineering  to  ...  . 
H.     Well,  I   would  think  that  Jack  Kilpatrick  would  be  very  amenable  to  an 

approach  of  this  nature.  You  probably  know  him,  don't  you? 
C.     Oh,  sure,  I  know  all  those  guys  well. 

H.     I  saw  him  on  a  hastily  convened  television  i>anel  against  Wechsler  and  Kil- 
patrick is  awfully,  awfully  good  on  this.  He's  a  very  clear  thinker,  he's  got  a 

legal  background,  too,  I  believe. 
C.     Well,  I  just  wanted   to  get  your  reaction  to  this  out  of  curiosity  and  we 

hadn't  talked  al>out  it. 
H.     I   want  to  see  the  guy   hung  if  it  can  be  done  to  the  advantage  of  the 

Administration. 
C.     I  think  it  ean  be  done,  I  think  there  are  ways  to  do  it  and  I  don't  think  this 

guy  is  operating  alone. 
H.     Well,  of  course,  he  isn't  operating  alone.  He's  got  a  conjeries  [sic]  of  people 

who  aj^e  supporting  him,  aiding  and  abetting  him,  there's  no  question  about  it. 
C.     But,  I'm  not  so  sure  it  doesn't  go  deeper  than  tliat, 
H.     Oh,  really  "y  Yoa're  tliinking  of  like  O'Brien  or  .... 
C.     Oh  no,  I'm  thinking  of  tlie  enemy  .  . 
H.     .  .  the  real  enemy.  Well,  of  course,  they  stand  to  profit  more,  the  most,  no 

question  about  it.  You've  got  codes  and  policy  making  apfniratus"  stripped 

bear  for  public  e.xamination,  all  that  sort  of  tiling.  Supiiosing  we  could  get  a 

look  at  the.^e  documents  from  inside  the  Kremlin  or  Peking.  Helms  could  be 

retired  forthwith  and  you'd  cut  down  !)09c  of  our  expenditures  over  across 

the  river.  That's  right,  you  won't  need  them  anymore.  If  you've  got  that  kind 

of  thing.  Y'ou  don't  need  much  more. 
C.     I  think  there  is  a  fertile  lield  here  and  I  just  thought  I'd  try  it  out  on  you  to 

see  what  you  thought  of  it. 
H.     Well,  as  I  say.  I'm  of  two  minds  on  it.  One,  visurally  I  want  to  see  this  guy 

hung.  My  more  cautious  and  reflective  self  says  "let's  not  do  it  unless  we  can 

do  it  to  the  profit  of  the  Administration". 
C.     Absolutfcly.  What  do  you  think  of  doing,  the  idea  of  declassifying  a  lot  of 

these  old  documents  now? 
II.     I  think  it's  a  tine  idea.  I'm  all  in  favor  of  it  and  I  would  particularly  like  to 

see  the  Bay  of  Pigs  stuff  declassified  including  the  alleged  agreement  that 

Castro  made  with  Jt'K. 
0.     Because  you  were  a  part  of- that  and  knew  it  was  a  phoney  [sic]. 
H.     Sure. 

C.     Listen,  I  think  nobody  is  going  to  get  hurt  by  this  except  the  other  side. 
H.     Ix>t's  hope  so.  Tliis  has  been  very  deiiressing  as  you  can  im.ipine  to  me  and 

I've  just  hpon  assuming  that  you  have  been  involved  up  to  you  know  what 

in  this  whole  thing  so  far. 
H.     Weren't  you  the  guy  who  told  me,  maybe  the  last  time  we  were  up  to  your 

house  for  dinner.  t\\r\_t  if  t!if-  truth  evpr  ra-rip  out  about  Kenn-.^ly  and  the 

Bay  -of  Fi;,-s,  tint  it  •.tciM  j:,~:  d-srrov  tli-.-ra? 
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H.  Tea,  I've  written  my  memnirs  of  that,  bnt,  of  course,  I  never  pulilished  them. 
I've  just  been  holiiinsr  them  for  the  editic-ation  of  my  heirs  and  assigns  and 
possibly  some  university  research  institute  eventually  after  I 

C.     Might  want  to  talk  to  you  about  that.  Howard,  I'll  be  back  to  you. 

H.  riease  do,  and  listen,  I  brnujiht  up  about  a  nmnth  ai;o,  several  many  pounds 
of  fine,  stone  crabs.  When  are  you  going  to  come  over  and  have  them.  .  .  . 

C.     AVell  [i'.'j]  do  it.  I've  never  had  so  little  time  in  my  life. 

H.     Okay,  thanks  for  calling. 
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40.     On  July  6,  1971  Colson  informed  Ehrlichman  that  '•/hite  House  aide 
and  speech  writer  Patrick  J.  Buchanan,  Haldeman  and  Ehrlichman 's  first 
choice  to  head  White  House  efforts  on  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter, 
strongly  believed  he  was  not  the  man  for  the  job.   Colson  urged 
Ehrlichman  to  meet  with  Hunt.   On  July  8,  1971,  Buchanan  sent  a  memo- 
randum to  Ehrlichman  recommending  against  the  project  because,  while 
there  were  dividends  to  be  derived  from  "Project  Ellsberg,"  none  would 
justify  the  magnitude  of  the  investigation  being  considered.   Ehrlichman 
forwarded  this  memorandum  to  Haldeman  to  read  and  return. 
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40.1  Charles  Colson  testimony,  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Appropriations  Committee  Executive  Session,  June  19, 

-  .-   1973,  447-48 704 
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40.1  CHARLES  COLSON  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  19,    1973,   SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  SENATE 
APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    447-48 

C?^  2  "•'-:-■"••  i  ^■^^ 

I  Mr.    Colson,      Do    /ou  v.'ish    feo   pror.-2e&   with   your  stacem&nu? 

Mr.    Colson.      If    /cu  vroulct   l:----:2   ^.3. 

I   2\ava   reviev;en    ir.    .Ehrl/.chrae.n.'s   tsstinony  of   Wednasday, 
May   30,    bsfore   this   G-2bcoivji;.i tt.ee.      My  recollsctions  of  certain 
I  matters   abcat  v;hich  you  cp.-esticnad  MTo    F.hr Lichrc'.an  vary  scms'.vhat 
from  his. 

D^2ring  the  last   ./aak  of  Juna  1D71..    I  v/as  asked  by  Mr. 
Halda.tiein   and  Mr.   EhrlichiTcin  to  recoireiend  a  person  who  might  be 
assigned  rasponsibility  for  t]ie  research  involved  in  the  Penta- 
gon Papers   publication  —  a  person  who   could  deal  with  all 
aspects  of  the  contrcvarsy  and  who  could  coordinate  VJhite  House 

j  Staff  activities.      At  that  pointc    congressional  hearings  v;3re       \ 

I 
cuiticipatad  on  the  r.'.atters   co'/ared  by  the  Pentacon  Papers      and     i 

thsrefors   ths  man  ?elv^cted  had  to  ba   fatiiliar  with  the  rioiiti" 


^5    !   cal   prccass,   dasirabl./  have  so3s   foreign  policy  expsriencs   ajid 


16 
17 


huve  good  research  skills. 

On  July   2  J    Z   sant  a  i'r.aKO  to  Mv.    Haldetiian  recornmsnding 
ssi/ar'^l  paopl^j  — -   fiva  or  six  —  Mho  sjight  be   available    for 

i 

j   BTich  a  position:.      Scnia  v:cre   in  GovsrniTisnt,    scTr.e  outside.      Ona 


20   I-  ^f   thcss   I    rncD!t!nendsi  was   Mr.    Hunt,      During   the   first  wsak  o.;' 

2t    1;  Joiy,    I    had  several   d.\3cu:;3iono   -^'ith   faotJi  Mr.    ilalder.tan   and  :-ir.  j 

ij  ; 

2p   \\  Kh\.-lich"^.3n   3:r>c'ardir;.<r   poscibla   candidates  -      At  one   point,    Mr.  i 

"ji  "    "  '  { 

^2    li  '-:':^'liCiin:a;:   an;:  Mr.    ':.,  Id.;;-.:aii   CDi^cla^fid   that   ;ir.    Buchanan  of    chc  1 

ii         .  -.  1 

Or:   \'s  '■.■i'ALcKi  i'o'ise   sir.aff   !r.^    :ij--cs<;    v.o   r.a'c-.i   rcespcnsibiiity    for  this  ' 

j;  I 

£1^   j!  :.rojoct.      .\c   Jir.    Chrl  vch'-nan "  2    bahest;    I    tai;isd   to   Mr.    2Llchana;^,  j 


(704) 


8 
9 
10 
II 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
T8 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


40.1  CHARLES  COLSON  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  19,    1973,   SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  SENATE 
APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    447-48 

^^.j^«:,?ac^  44  8 


h^h'^i'^ 


3y   rrieicorandum  of  July  6,  1  advised  !Ar.    Shrlichman  that 
Buchancin  strongly  bsiiavad  he  was  not  the  uian  for  the  job.  l.i 
the  sairta  merno,  I  suggested,  therefore f  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman 
interview  Howard  Hunt;  1  had  had  a  long  taJ.k  vith  Hunt  and 
found  that  ha  vras  eager  to  take  on  the  aBsignment.  Nona  of  the 
other  ccindidatea  I  had  earlier  suggested  were  either  acceptable 
or  available. 

Senator  P^store.  Mr.  Colson,  how  did  you  coitJe  to  know  i-lr. 
Hunt  in  the  first  place? 

I-Ir.  Coison.   He  and  I  are  alumni  of  Brown  University.   I 
met  hia  first  socially,  I  think,  in  the  early  sixties.   Then  I 
was  president  of  the  Brox-m  Club  of  Washington  and  he  was  vica- 
presidant.  We  got  to  know  each  other  socisJ-ly.   We  would  have 
lunch  occasionally,  but  purely  my  association  with  him  initi- 
ally v/as  purely  social. 

Sanator  Pastors.   Is  it  fair  for  me  tc  assume  that,  out  of 
the  five  or  six  nanss  you  recoinaendsd,  that  you,  yourself, 
searched  out  Hunt  rather  than  he  searched  you  out? 

!-lr.  Coison.  Well,  Hunt's  name  occurred  to  me.  Senator,  as 
a  logical  person. 

Senator  Pastors.   But  it  was  on  your  initiative? 

!-?x.  Colscn.   Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Hr'jska.   'Vas  his  former  experience  with  the  CIA  a 
factor  in  your  thin^^ing  of  reconimending  bin;? 

iir.    Colscn.      Yes,    sir. 


SECRET 
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40.2     CHARLES  C OLSON  MEMORANDUM ^   JULY  6,    1971 


THE  V/HITE    HOU5E 

WAS  H I  N  GTO  N 


July  6, 1971   High  pPinDj-p/ 


MEMORANDUM  FOR: 


FROM: 


JOHN  EHR.1.ICHMAN 


CHARLES  C OLSON  T 


••\' 


I  have  just  had  another  conversation  with  Buchanan  who  very 
strongly  believes  that  he  is  not  the  man  for  this  project.     I 
doubt  that  I  am  going  to  be  able  to  persuade  him.     I  think  it 
will  take  something  from  you  or  the  President, 

We  probably  should  also  think  carefully  v/hether  in  this 

frame  of  mind,   he  is  indeed  the  right  person.  00307 J. 

I  have  had  a  long  talk  with  Howard  Hunt  who  is  dying  to  get 
with  it  and  vv-ill  drop  everything  if  we  ask  him  to.     I  really 
think  you  perhaps  should  spend  a  few  minutes  with  him  to 
assure  yourself  as  to  the  kind  of  man  we're  getting. 


4'^ 


^ 


'"^ 


jj  jj 
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40.  Z     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  ROUTING  SLIP 


Dit« 


Ths^VVhite:  House 

WAS•^  •  -tCTOM 


v^ 


(^^5e  U^o^i/M 


ACTION:    P1M132S  hasidla  Si?  mi 


Your  reccrrxmiinii*iica 

Draft  r*ply  for Qi^. 

Ctier 
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40.  Z     PATRICK  BUCHANAN  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  8,    1971 
TH  Z  V/H  ITZ   HO'JS  Z 


VVA  S  H  I  ■<  G  ■"  O 

CONFIDENTIAL 


July  S,    1971 


00246.J 


MEMORANDQiVi  FOR:  JOHN  EHRLICKI-.-IAN 

FROM;  PATRICK  J.    BUCHANAN 


Having  considered  the  matter  until  the  early  hours,    my  view 
is  that  there  are  some  dividends  to  be  deri^^-ed  from  Project 
Ellsburg  --  but  none  to  justify  the  magnitude  of  the  invest- 
ment recommended. 

At  the  very  best,    let  us  assume  v/e  can  demonstrate,    after 
three  inonths  investigation,    that  Ellsburg  stole  the  documents, 
worked  hand-in-glove  with  ex-NSC  types,    collaborated  with 
leftist  writers  Neil  Sheehan  and  Fox  Buttsrfield,    got  together 
a  conspiracy  to  drop  the  documents  at  set  times  to  left-wing 
papers,    all  timed  to  undercut  McGovern-Hatfield  opposition  -- 
what  have  we  accomplished? 

V/hat  benefit  would  be  derived  to  the  President  and  his  political 
fortunes  in  1972  --  and  v/hat  damage  visited  upon  his  major 
political  adversaries  on  t're  other  side  of  the  aisle. 

To  me  it  would  assuredly  be  psychologically  satisfying  to  cut  the 
innards  from  Ellsburg  and  his  clique  in  a  major  book  expose  of 
what  they  attempted  to  do,    and  what  they  did.      But  I  have  yet  to 
be  shown  v/hat  benefit  this  would  do  for  the  President  --  or  for 
the  rest  of  us,    other  than  a  psychological  salve. 

Most  of  the  returns  have  already  come  in  on  this  question  --  and 
the  media  has  emerged  a  tv/o-to-one  winner  (Gallup).      This  is 
not  surprising. 
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40.2     PATRICK  BUCHANAN  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  8,    1971 


COIs'FIDZNTIAL 


002466 


Firiib,    the  media  controlled  absolutely  ho-.v  the  coritrovcrsy 
v/ould  be  portrayed  to  the  Anierican  people.     Seco'idly,    %ve 
decided  not  to  contest  the  issue  where  we  might  h.ave  had  a 
chance  --  in  the  headlines.     The  speech  drafted  for  the  Vice 
President  --  v/ho  was   prepared  to  deliver  it  --  was  killed.      The 
rcniarks  drafted  for  the  President  on  several  occasions,    which 
would  have  been  an  implied  and  unmistakeable  rebuki;  to  the 
New  York  Times,    and  created  a  President-Times  collision, 
were  rejected,    time  and  again. 

An  issue  that  has  bean  decided  on  the  front  pages  of  the 
nation's  papers,    and  on  the  lead  on  the  nation's  network  is 
not  going  to  be  turned  around  in  the  public  mind  by  a  few  well- 
placed  leaks  to  back-page  obscurantists  like  Allen  and  Scott. 

If  we  had  v/anted  to  contest  this  issue  --  and  the  media  would 
still  have  held  the  advantage  --  we  should  have  done  it  right 
out  in  the  open,    as  the  Times  dared  to  do.      They  made  their 
"Go"  decision,    pulled  out  all  stops  in  publicity  --and  we  simply 
did  not  make  an  effective  response  out  in  the  field.     No  covert 
backpage  guerrilla  v^ar  is  going  to  take  a.\va.y  the  Times  victory, 
which  they  can  claim  has  been  scaled  by  the  Supreme  Court. 

This  is  not  to  argue  that  the  effort  is  not  worthwhile  --  but 
that  simply  we  ought  not  nov/  to  start  investing  major  personnel 
resources  in  the  kind  of  covert  operation  not  likely  to  yield  any 
major  political  dividends  to  the  President. 

The  lessons  of  19d9  seem  to  me  to  be  here  apposite.      Confronted 
with  a  challenge  to  his   Presidency,    the  Old  Man  "pushed  his  skiff 
from  the  shore  alone,"   and  %vent  directly  to  the  nation,    via 
netvvorks,    headlines   --  the  v/orks.      We  overran  the  opposiiiion, 
routed  them.      The  Vice  President  a  v/eek  later  did  the  identical 
thing  on  the  networks.     Not  by  PjB  letters  to  the  editor,    not 
by' Herb  Klein  chatting  v/ith  Frank  Stanton,    not  by  Ron  talking 
with  Dan  Ratlier   --  but  head- on.      That  is  our  forte. 


^ 


Si. 
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40.2     PATRICK  BUCHANAN  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  8,    1971 


1  •  J,  '•  r*  '5 


M.VJ 


^  i  '-J  =* 

Because  the  other  side  d'):  ."^iaates  the  raodia;  because  v.'e 
are  limited  to  a  tiir-.c  franic  of  fo'-ir-years.    now  diminished   -- 
because  we  ha.vc  the  best  uodiums  in  the  v/orld  --  the  massive 
frontal  assault  is  lov  us  the  siege  gun,    the  ma.jor  weapon. 
We  are  good  at  this   --  p.r^d  yet  most  of  our  resources,    as  is 
here  being  suggested,    are  utilized  for  dropping  little  nuggets 
to  back-page  supporters,    and  columnists   and  the  like  --  the 
sum.  total  of  v/hich  is  roughly  zero.     The  dividends  ?.re  to  be 
found  iji  the  headlines  --  and  our  media  resources  are  geared  to 
the  back  pages. 

002467 

That  diversion  finished  --  let  m.e  provide  a  future  e>;ample 
■of  what  v/e  should  do.     Rather  than  picking  away  at  Halperin 
and  Lyrm  and  Ellsburg  and  leaking  attacks  about  the  crowd 
at  Brookings  --  let's  undertake  a  major  public  attack  on  the 
Brookings  Institution. 


'O' 


No  one  in  the  country  knows  what  the  thing  is.     We  could  have 
it  attacked,    discredited  in  the  eyes  of  millions  of  people,    and 
suspect  inthe  eyes  of  millions  of  others  --  thus,    tainting  every 
single  anti-NLvon  paper  that  came  out  of  there,    subsequent. 
This  is  v/hat  we  have  in  the  works  right  now;  we  have  West 
Wing  approval,    and  VP  enthusiasm.      The  institutional,    rather 
than  the  individual  attack,    the  front-page  headline,    network 
attack  --  not  the  back  page  nitpicking  --  this  is  to  me  our 
strength  and  our  approach.     If  the  President  and  Vice  President 
eschev^  an  assault  on  the  Times  in  the  major  controversy  of  the 
decade  thus  far  --  Van  Shumway  c?.nnot  reverse  the  subsequent 
tide. 

Finally,    some  thovights. 

If  Lloyd  Shearer  is  involved  in  this,    a  reading  should  be  taken 
of  all  the  anti-Vietnam  positions  taken  inthe   Personality  Parade 
section  of  Parade.      (Jack  Anderson  told  me,    if  I  recall 
correctly,    that  Shearer  did  this  and  prerhaps  Parade  ca.n  be 
discredited  --    that  section  is   a  pov.erful  one  in  ternns   of  public 
opinion.  ) 
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4n.^     PATRTCK  BUCHANAN  MEMORANDUM.    JULY  8.    1971 
CO\"F[D£i\'TJ-A.L 

v2  '^   •!  J 

Neil  Sheehan,    at  the  time  of  Dick  DL'-dnian's   capture  by  the  VC 
sent  a  telegram  to  Hanoi  all  but  saying  let  him  go,    "Dudman  is 
on  our  side."     Our  intelligence  intercepted  this   --and  this 
could  be  utilized. 

002463 

Fox  Butterfield  has  visited  Hanoi  --  I  just  read  a  par  ticularly 
slobbering  piece  by  him  out  of  the  enemy  capital  which  is  being 
r Lin  in  Edith  Efron^s  new  book  on  the  m.edia. 

If  Ellsburg  is  from  MIT,   his  connections  with  Noam. 
Chorasky  might  be  explored. 

In  the  last    analysis,    however,    the  permanent  discrediting 
of  all  these  people,   while  good  for  the  country,    would  not,    it 
seems  to  me,   be  particularly  helpful  to  the  President,   politically. 


Buchanan 


m 


,  r 


W- 
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41-586   O  -  74  -  13 


41.  Effective  July  6,  1971  Hunt  was  hired  as  a  White  House 

consultant  and  assigned  the  task  of  studying  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  the 
origins  of  American  involvement  in  the  Vietnam  war.   On  the  following 
morning,  Colson  introduced  Hunt  to  Ehrlichman. 
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^'^i-H*L\^  L 


41.1     CHASLES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  7,    1971 
THE   WIIC'E    HOUSE 


BEC'.'^^T  FOR  ?ER3oa.lL  A£3ia::3:;T 


Dat 


July    7,     197] 


FaOM: 


Charles    W.    Colson,       S"scial    Cour.ssl    to    the    Prsjidsat 


0^ 


=1  Title) 


Maina  of  Proposed  Employee:   f.irs. 


Ho'.vard  Krin-t 


Positloa:        (a)  PositioQ  title:  Cons ul ta nt   fcc— ^"»^  -Trr '■Aj-'^j^r3j 

(■fa)  Grade  end  Salary:       SlOOZ-ger    dav  v/orked 

pajToll  (chsck.  oae):  White  Eouse  Office   (?.eg-  Salary  3:  Sxpeases) 

White  HoL3e  Office   (Special  Projects) 

Other   (specify:  


) 


Length  of  Assigoiaent   (chec'i  one); 


Temporary  (Ko.  of  Mocths 
(Kot  to  exceed 


XX 


Indefinite 
Perciaaent 


Desired  effective  date :        Julv    6,    1971 
Justificatioa  for  assigonent:   


002302 


Present  place   of  ecploj-inent  or  assisasant:  Robert   R.    Mullen   and    Co. 


1729  H.    St.,    H.    vr.  .    Washington, 


[^v    \^  /     I  KSR^BY  ±;i,^vS-:  w.-D7£3Jrno:^izz  the  abovj: 

V    ,  D33CRIEE'?  PErIs;<:3w.=:CXI0i!  TC3.  h:C  CFFICS: 

y  /  "-vC J 


L^.::^ 


(Sigaature   of  ilecuistinr;  Official) 


Attach--iat(3)  needed:  -    In  all  cases   -   "I:if orr.-ition  deeded  Concerning  Kev  yerscnnel" 

-  For  ap^ioicin^r.t  othjr    thr.n  Mhizi  Houo--   rcHo  :      S?  171,   ADplicaci 

^■^j  for  Federal  r.uiplo/ne 

-  If   to  be  ap;K*5lntcd  ■.;':'.ite  Hciace  rollo   it  iz  desir;-'-bla  to  have 

S."  lyi  furnir.r.edj  proforiiW.y  attaciic-d  to  thic  resuost.  Soud  to 
V.'l-.it J  Houje  ?i:rj.o.i:'.el  Office  if  not  aviiiiahlc  as  atta;;;'I~.e:'.t  to 
this   rooiiesL  I'orui. 


'J,'.'-7 
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41.1     E.   HOWARD  HUNT  WHITE  BOUSE  FAY  RECORDS, 
JVLY  6  TO  JULY  24^  1971 


1  vn 


Ic  J.  O '-'--' ^  i"    r '^-  ;\    'v^'^-'.'..-    r-Ni.-.  Ijv^. 


_^fl 


IJ^:.:-    Prr^.rvc 


L.):i;>i    i! 


?cr:;so?-:-:z;..    fVo  v 


3/23/71 


C     ."J! 


>s  T  .-'.  u  c  T  i  c  ;■:  o  : 
V"  £,  ?;  5C  ."^  .■  .\  lJ  L, 


Oi-i-icr, 


per;ormea  3:10 


■  e  p  a  r  c-     t  }i  1  .-^     1  o  r  rn     ;  i-.     L)  L-  ■-'  L  i  C  A  '!"  i^:     ii  n  ct     ;;  u  !>  rr.  ■  i 

v,.-.^;c.'i   co."-.Ut-::S 


;:ld  be  lil2d  as  soon  as  oossible  af'.or  th-j  u;jy  i:-LT:od   f o  r 


iscip.'med.      Shov,    HC -..'R  S  v.'or  ked  ;     "X"   N'lt  dcc 


^  ri  ^  o 


!)f- :'.■>:;   ::0f.  -  SDr>C'. i'lC  . 


TO: 


THE   V.'HITE  I.'OUSE  OFFICE 


ADORES5: 


FROM:      {Name  of  Oifici?.!  or   Employes) 


V/AS!!i'NCTON'.    D.    C. 


riTLE: 


E.    Hov/a.rd  Kant 


00i^27J 


ConauUar-t 


REQUEST  IS  HEREBY" -V.ADE  FOR  COMPENSATION  AS  iN'DICAT  ED  BEL-O  V/: 


PER  DiEM 

SALARY: 

I                                PAY          P  E  K ; 0  D 

$         iCO.CO 

JFROM:         ,/,/,,                 TO:        ^^^^^^^ 

DATE 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5    1    6    i    7    i    8 

9     !   10  i    1  1 

12     j  13 

!4    1.15 

x:< 

TOTA 

HOURS 
V/ORKED 

4 

3 

5 

7 

-    A^ 

4 

6        5 

38 

DATE 

)6 

17 

IS 

19    120    |21     i22    123     124 

25  126:  27     ;23 

29     |30      31    i 

HOURS 
■'ORKED 

•> 
X 

4 

1 

4 

2         & 

1 

i 
1 

iS 

NE 


T         TOTAL: 


56 


CERTIFYING         SI  G  N  A  T  U  RES: 
(a)      OFFICIAL  or   EN';PLOYEE: 

I  certi/y  that  official  ciuties  v/ere  perfo.-:nod  on  the  clays  ir.dic,->ted  above  ia 

accordance  with  instructions  uhich  were   received  fro:i'.       Cnarles  V/.    Colson 

whose  title  is   St^ecial  Cov.r 


to  th-^  "^r°';i  j°^.c 


and  no  additional  comoensalicn 


(Signature  of  Official  or  Employee) 


t-o-juMan'; 


(Title) 


(b)      APPROVIrCG  U^- FICJ-..R   (v/hen  necessary  and  approprj.its): 

I  certixy  that  the  compensation  requested  above  is  correct  and- is  .••.pprovad 
for  payment. 


ry^j-^^y"- 


(APPROVING  OFFICER) 


Specip.l  Coup.sal  to  th^  Prasidar.': 
(Tit!.) 


-•n   IL.  ..;  .-\  l\    :\  o  : 


'or        '»'/  li  i  t  e        House        Personnel       Office       u  i;  c       only: 

Received  on     Sl-y^rflJ      Oririnal   to  P.;yroll   Scct:^>:i    -    to      /-(.j    Ij^l 

1I> 
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41.1     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  WHITE  HOUSE  PAY  RECORDS, 
JULY  6  TO  JULY  24,    1971   
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41.2     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  24,    197Z, 
9     SSC     3666 

3666 

Mr.  Thompson-.  Could  wo,  delay  nioinen*^ariiv  iiiiti!  we  ^r?!;  ropics  of 
that,  so  we  will  be  al)!e  to  follow  ainnir  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  I  can  continue,  tlic  quc-fionins'  witliowt  rofcifncc  to  that 
transcript,  Mr.  Thompson. 

Mr.  Thompsox.  All  right. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  undei-stand.  hy  the  wav.  Mr.  Hunt,  that  from 
that  conversation,  Mr.  Col.^on  was  ex{)lorin<r"th(>  idea  with  you  of  a 
major  ofiort  to  discredit  Mr.  Ellsbergrin  the  press? 
_Mr.  Hcn«.-T.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  Mr.  Col.son  evcntuallv  ofTor  von  a  position  in 
the  White  House?  "  "  ' 

^If.  Hu:>,-t.  He  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  I  think  you  have  indicated  in  vour  statement  that 
he  referred  to  specific  qualifications.  Can  you  repea't  that?  What  did  lie 
indicate  to  you  were  your  qualifications  which  led  you  to  that  particu- 
lar position?  Wliat  qualifications? 

Mr.  Htt>-t.  Tlie  fact  that  I  had  an  investigative  background  of  some 
years  and  also,  that  I  had  been  involved  in  political  action  operations. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  were  you  interviewed  by  anyone  besides  Mr. 
Colson? 

Mr.  HxTST.  Yes, 

Mr.  Dash.  "Who  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  Mr.  John  D.  Ehrlichman. 

Mr,  Dash.  At  whose  directions,  Mr.  Hunt,  did  you  work  when  you 
took  this  position  ?  Under  whose  directions  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Under  Mr.  Colson's  direction. 

Mr.  Dash.  Can  you  describe  your  initial  assignment  under 
Mr.  Colson? 

Mr.  Hunt.  IMr.  Colson  instructed  me  to  become  the  White  House 
resident  expert  on  the  origins  of  the  Vietnam  war.  At  the  same  time. 
I  had  a  collateral  responsibility  for  determining  ceitain  leaks  of  highly 
classified  information  which  included  the  leaks  of  the  Penta'^on 
Papers.  "^ 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  is  it  true.  >rr.  Hunt,  that  from  the  beginnin"-  of 
your  employment,  :Mr.  Colson  asked  von  to  collect  what  could  be  called 
derogatory  information  about  Daniel  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  Hu-VT.  Yes.  .^ 

*Ir.  Dash.  What  was  to  be  done  with  this  information  when  it  was 
collected  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  My  assumption  was  that  it  would  be  made  available  bv 
Mr.  Colson  or  so.meone  in  his  confidence  to  selected  members  of  the 
media. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  by  the  way,  early  in  your  employment,  collect 
the  list  of  certain  media  representatives  who  might  be  interested  in 
such  material? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dasit.  Xow,  following  the  asignment  you  received  from  Mr. 
Colson.  how  did  you  develop  the  information'on  Mr.  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  HcxT.  It  was  developed  through  intensive  study  of  reports 
furnished  by  tlie  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  tliere  any  other  materials  that  you  used?. 

Mr.  Hunt.  There  were  certain  overt  materials. 
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41.  3     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  6,    1973,    GRAND  JURY, 
PEOPLE  V.    EHRLICHMAN,    216-18 


Ql  After  your  meeting  with  Mr.    Cols  on,   was   a 

meeting  arreinged  with   anyone   from  the  White  House? 

K  Yes,    sir. 

Cl     Who  was  that  meeting  with? 

A.     John  Ehrlichmam. 

Cl     I  invite  your  attention  to  Grand  Jury  Exhibit  35, 
previously  marked  for  identification.   Do  you  recognize  the 
person  in  that  photograph? 

A,     Yes,  sir. 

0.     Who  is  that,  sir? 

A.     Mr.  John  Ehrlichman. 


Ql     Did  you  actually  meet  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

K  On  one  occasion. 

0.     Where  did  that  meeting  take  place? 

A.     It  took  place  in  Mr.  Ehrlichman 's  office. 

Q.  Where  was  that? 

A.     In  the  White  House,  Executive  Mansion  itself. 

fit     Do  you  recall  the  date  that  meeting  took  place? 

A.     No,  sir,  but  it  would  have  to  be  very  late  June 
or  the  —  v^ithin  the  first  few  days  of  July. 

^  What  year  are  we  talking  about? 

A.    .We're  talking  about  1971. 

Ql     Would  you  tell  us,  please,  the  substance  of  your 
conversation  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  at  that  time? 

A.     To  the  best  of  luy  racollection,  Mr.  Hecht,  I 
was  simply  introduced  to  Mr.  Colson  —  by  Mr.  Colson  —  to 
Mr.  Ehrlichman. 


Mr.  Colson  said,  "This  is  Hovard  Hiint.   Ke'3  the 


'7lS  i 


(718) 
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PEOPLE  V.    EHRLICHMAN,    216-18 


10 

11 


13 


2     1    man  I  have  been  telling  you  about.   I  think  he'll  do  very 

2  well-  in  the  type  of  work  we  have  contemplated.   Do  you  have 

3  any  questions,  John?" 

4  Ehrlichman  said,  "You  retired  recently  from 

5  C.I. A." 

6  I  said,    "Yes,    I  have,    approximately  a  year  ago." 
We  rose,   shook  hauids,    and  that  concluded  the 

meeting,    to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 
9  -ft  Had  anything  been  said  as   of   the   time  of   that 

inter'/iew  with  respect  to  your   job  title? 
K.  No,    sir.  - 

12  ft  Your  salary? 

A.  No,   sir. 

II  ft  Your  specific  duties? 

15  A.  You're   referring  to  Mr.    Ehrlichman? 

16  ft  Yes .  ' 

17  &.  .    No,  sir. 
ft     Had  you,  at  the  time  you  met  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 

had  some  idea  of  what  your  job  title  and  duties  were  going 

20  to  be  if  you  were  employed? 

21  A.     I  knew  only  that  I  was  to  be  termed  a  consultant. 
The  actual  salary  had  not  been  fixed.   I  indicated  no 
particular  interest  in  recompense. 

24  ft     After  your  meeting  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  had 

■•5     teminated,  what  then  next  happened  in  connaction  with  your 

ultimata  employment  with  the  Whits  House? 
27  I        A.     I  filled  out  a  series  of  employment  applications, 
^,j.    forms  for  the  Administrative  Section  of  the  White  House, 


19 


22 
23 
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PEOPLE  V.   5HRLICHMM,    226-28 


learned  that  my  conipenaation  was  to  be  a  hiindred  dolleirs  a 
day,  or  for  days  worked.  And  I  know  a  field  service 
investigation  was  conducted  by  the  Secret  Service. 

(j     When  were  you  actually  notified  that  you  were 
employed  by  the  White  House? 

A.     I  was  simply  told  by  Mr.  Colson,  "You  start 
today." 

Q.  I  see.  And  as  of  the  time  Mr.  Colson  told  you 

that  you  were  to  start  today,  had  anything  yet  been  said 
about  your  duties,  specific  duties? 

A.     Not  prior  to  that  moment,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection. 

Q.  All  right.  What  happened  after  that  moment 

occurred  when  you  were  told  by  Mr.  Colson? 

A.     Mr.  Colson  indicated  to  me  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  concern  within  the  Administration,  particularly 
within  the  Executive  Branch  itself,  concerning  the  implications 
of  the  Vietnam  War.  There  was  a  very  active  anti-war  move- 
ment afoot  in  this  coxintry  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Colson  indicated  to  me  that  the  feeling  in 
the  Executive  Branch  was- that  it  was  quite  necessary  to 
disassociate  the  current  Administration  from  United  States 
involvement  in  Vietnam  War.   And  to  that  end,  he  asked  me 
that  I  make  a  thorough  study  of  whatever  root  source 
Qocirr.ants  might  be  available  in  the  govemnient  to  make  an 
accurate  determination. 


Q.  Where  did  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Golson  occur, 

the  one  that  you  just  made  reference  to?  '1^'-' 
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41.4     CHARLES  COLSON  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  19,    1 97 S, SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  SENATE 

■.;   APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    449-50  : 

ii  ,  ,,.^.--,.-.-.<-^ — ,5  i 

i   't\  Senator  Hrisskcio         .-     -    \a:^jj.:s^l   afzr.L^\lc3.^s7                                            I 

¥  \ 

.i  [i  Kr.^    Coi;3n';i„      Ths   rciu^   thac.  hs  had  bssn  in  tha  CXA^    hid            j 

h  -                                                                   3 

3  I  bce.-i   i-Vi/o-'-ved   in  ns".?    -orai^/n  poli.cv,,   ;■,'-.^£;    f.-s:T;il;.ii-  vrith   sorae  ••f     ! 
J  ■                                                                                        i 

H  i 

4  Ij  'che  baCi'.groiinct  of  t;ia  pisricd   covered  bv   the  Psntaqon  Papers  ,    i'i  ' 
tj  ■                                     ~                                       "         '          > 

\\  * 

5  s]  occurred   tc  n;3  tnat   b^  would  hciVS   rcquj.fij-ta    j-n::o>m3.tioii   nj:i   etna 

11 

S  II  or   tha    isjiuas   tnat  -i^srs  to   ba   ^sxpiorad. 


7  i:  C;\airsar.   McClellan.      At   tha-c  tajiva,    vcu  -^'ars   ;'!ciailiar  w:.t!i 

ji 

S    i  his   baokgro'-ind? 

i 

9  ji  i-Ir,    CoiGOn,      Yas,    sir. 


5i 
fO  II  Chairraar:  licClal,lHn=      You  insy   oroceedo 


ij 


1    ;j  Mir.    Colsca.      Ac'cording  to  ir.y  diary.,    I   took   'Ar„   Hunt  to 


J     '1 

]2  ll  ShrlichfflCLn's   or.f.xcz  oa  J-aly   7.      I   believe   thai;  I   left  i'-iXo    i'.'ant. 


•J5 
IS 
17 
33 


13  ji  v/ith  Mr.    3hrlichr.-iEn   s--)  that  thay  cocld  talk   alcn;;,      After  tiu:  t 

14  l!  meeting^    I   askerl  Shrlichir.an  his   opinion;    h=   said   he  had  been 

I   f£vorab7.y   iraprecaeci  with  Hunt.      It   v?e.-j   ei-;;!i3r  on    hhat  day  or 

i 

j  duvLr-.q  a  phona  conversa-cion  with   Mr.   3hr.lic:i-J3aR   the  ne^it  day  j 

!  I 

I  that   ths  dscisiori  t'/as  ir-ada   to  brinq  l-rarifc  on   as    a   'jonsulta-ut.      y. 
j  scmsriiTcii  there-ftar  i--sit:.ntad  tha  nec'sr-ssary  aGiaimstrative  i 


j3  jj  action  by   £dvi£ing  thi  staff   Eec;ratary's   office   —   that   is,    th«! 
Pf)  Ii  sta'if   sacratarv   ror   t.-is  entxrs  Viiiita  Hov.ss   3tafr. 

'I 

PI    i)  0:o   tns  b-3Gt  ox  rav   reco?^i£ctior. ,    2   axd  not  cD.i^l    tlie   stafi: 

ip   j)  sacrstary 's  offica  v.n^-.ii   somstiir.a    afc?;r   Mr,   Shriichinah  liad 


i 


^c   , 


50   ;,;  givan   h.Ls    appfovai.    ;::o   !ir.    Hunt   bs:.ng   hz.rii-5.  as   a  consultant,      i 
■jy,    ||  bslis-^-f;   tha   ciatci  of  t.-;a   siKth  r.iuat  hcve  bean  ast'-biishaci   iafcfr, 
Hunt   h.ic!  bjen   ^.ct'aaily   5p3rr.cir'.g    :'Iir.e   a.t   ths  '.•Jhite   IIcuss   c:i  tl  ^i 
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ii  ^r3  ;?.■--;■.  »ji-.T-                                                                             ^-50                } 

A  -      .  1 

(i  i 

;•  i 

^  !(  siiith  bsinc    the   dc-^:a   Sirsc  officially  rci-ordad  on   "cha  Shi^-i            j 

J^  ^                                                                         i 

•^  ;j  Hcus?i  naracnviel   recoras.      i:  might  nct:-a  ^^hst  t:h3   consultan-:   ccr-  ; 

Ji  "                                   .              i 

'''  ii   tract  v;::3  n-o':.  a:-:ec-Jit3i  U5vtil  Av.^-c.st   20^.    ir.dicat.i.ng  -that  r.he            ' 


S   !i 


ii  actual   Hdainistrativs  Drooessincj  rray  ha-.ra  besn  ordered  Kail  j 

i  '  I 

^  Ij  after  tha  data  on  which  Hunt  began  his  vtcz!-:.  • 

i| 

7  I;  For  sui'^tfi   an  iacortant  assianjr.sntj   'zbe  Kan  hirsd  would  ha.' " 

H 

8  (i    to  hava  baer.  iii-isrx'ifi'.vaS  bv  eitihsr  rir.   Haldenan  or  Mr. 

ij  " 

£'  >]   ShrlichmaTij    I  had  only  bsen  aaked  to  ^aks  recoirsr.sndations  ;:o 

ij 
10  ij    Hr.   Haideinar-  aiid  Mr.   EhrlicM'.an. 

^1   Ij  In  response  to  a  rxsint  thar.  vou  raiss-5.~    Senator  Pas-iora^- 

I 

■'2  ii    duri-ig   tr-3  EhrjLichiaan  'cestinionv ^    at  no  -sur.e  did  I   add  anyone  noi 

13    I    the  f9t2:ff  of  the  White  Ec-iis«  \v'ir.hor.fc  nh;3  eKpress   approval  of        | 

'■  1 

'i4    i  f-ir^    f^'sid-aaan  or-    ss   in  the   cass  of  Mr=    Htir.tj    Mr.    EhriicbiP.an.         | 

Ii  ■'                                                                                                                     j 

ii 

55  si  TIiG   staff  bnrlgat  we.s    v'ary   ricridlv  cor-tr-'jl'-sd  andj    in  the   cas?-      I 

1'  ' 

•  ! 

16  !i    of  e^iah  ^roi'ai^sioiial  psrson.  tha-b  I  b:.-Q!-ghr.  onto    the  staff,.    Mr,    i 


f?  fi    Haid-wau  intsri'i3i.'3d  ths3  first  or,   c.r.  -cht:  vsr-v   Inast;    apprGV.-sdj 

'  P  .  ^ 

)5  ;':     ch3  hiring?  the  sziary;  iind  tha  bcngat  al.<.ocat:.on. 


I: 


1   do  no:   -iiek  to  disavow  rcspo?i£:ibi3.ity   for  slo -/ard  i'unt 
23  Ij    or   tfor  rsccnraanding  hisn;   ho  was  ny  recoTimendation  but  tha  ulti~f 

"^'i    J!     ir.at-3   dscicion  to   anqcne.  bin  vres   approved  by   Mr=    Shrliciuasn. 


,V2   .'i  Cn  tire   savanth  or  possibly  thi-   sighth  of   -ITuiys.    v;hich 

^   i"     v.'O'-ld  have  b^an  bv   olion^^    X    col<.l  r'r,   5hri:i.on:naii    tr.at  c"-r,    Hvmt     i 

ii  ^  ....    I 

*^'       i  '  t 

I  SECHET  .J 
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41.5     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,   JULY  24,    1972 
6  SSC  2532 

2532 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  As  needed.  We  didn't  have  a  system  of  weekly 
reports  or  monthly  reports  or  anything  of  that  kind  but  just  when 
something  cuine  up  that  requii-ed  my  attention  tliey  would  let  me  know. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  if  it  was  important,  they  would  report,  would 
they  not? 

Mr.  Ehruchjiax.  I  would  hope  that  most  of  my  people  would  han- 
dle things  themselves.  Usually  it  got  to  me — I  mean  I  am  talking  now 
about  routine  domestic  things,  they  got  to  me  as  the  last  step  before 
they  went  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  initiate  any  instructions  to  them  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  was  asked  to  ratify  a  number  of  their  decisions 
from  time  to  time,  and  their  practice,  Young  and  Krogh  we  are  now 
talking  about. 

jMr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  EHRMCH>rAN-.  Their  practice  Avould  be  to  send  me  periodic  in- 
formation reports  or  status  reports  or  progress  reports  and  sometimes 
those  would  contain  requests  for  either  approval  of  a  decision  that 
they  had  made  or  proposals  that  they  had  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  this  the  special  investigations  unit  that  later  became, 
began  to  be  known  popularly  as  the  plumbers? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  did  that  occur? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  That  it  became  known  as  that? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  EHRLicH>rAN.  I  don't  know.  That  was  never  a  term  that  Avas 
familiar  to  me  imtil  it  was  used  in  the  press. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  that  there  was  actually  a  sign  to  the 
door,  the  plumbers? 

Mr.  EHni.TCfiMAy.  No.  It  may  be  apocryphal,  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  did  you  actuallj'  interview  Mr.  Hunt  before  he  was 
hired? 

Mr.  Ehri.ichmax.  Xo;  I  had  a  meeting  with  ]\rr.  Colson  and  Mr. 
Hunt  after  he  was  hired.  It  was  in  July  of  1971  and  I  believe  that  is 
the  only  time  I  have  seen  Mr.  Hunt. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  Jlr.  Colson  verj-  much 
wanted  Mr.  Hunt  to  be  hired  ? 
•    ilr.  Ehrlich^iax.  That  would  be  fair  to  say. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  acceded  to  his  request? 

Ml'.  Enr.i,icH>[Ax,  Well,  it  was  an  accomplished  fact,  I  think,  by  the 
time  I  saw  him. 

Mr.  Dasti.  Now,  did  you  make  a  call  for  Mr.  Hunt  to  the  CIA 
shortly  after  3-ou  saw  him  ? 

Mr.  EHRr.icH>rAX.  Well  T  cannot  recall  ever  making  such  a  call. 

]\Ir.  Dash.  Now,  you  said  that  the  major  responsibility  of  this  unit 
developed  because  of  the  need  for  the.  unit  to  go  ahead  on  an  investiga- 
tion of  the  so-called  Pentagon  leaks.  Were  there  any  other  responsibili- 
ties or  assignments  cfiven  to  this  unit? 

Mr.  E.'iRLicHMAx.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  state  what  they  were? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  I  can  state  some  of  tliem ;  I  <-annot  state  all 
of  them. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  ones  that  you  can  ? 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.   I  don't  know  that.  Senator. 

Senator  Pastors.  You  mean  he  did  that  on  his  own? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.   I  say  I  don't  know  whether  he  have  [sic]  the 
authority  or  not.   I  suspect  he  did.   But  I  can't  tell  you 
categorically. 

Senator  Hruska.  At  the  time  you  first  met  him  he  was 
already  on  the  White  House  payroll? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  day  or  the  previous  day. 


The  reason  for  the  visit  was  an  introductory  visit  and 
to  discuss  the  project  which  he  was  going  to  undertake  which 
was  to  analyze  the  Pentagon  Papers  to  determine  whether  they 
were  complete  or  not,  whether  there  wereany  [sic]  distortions.   He 
was  drawing  on  his  experience  of  20  years  in  the  CIA  plus 
some  research  that  he  proposed  to  do  to  permit  him  to  make 
that  analysis. 

There  was  a  suspicion  that  the  Pentagon  Papers  were 
not  the  complete  story  and  that  was  to  be   hlsproject  [sic].  He  was 
a  researcher,  basically. 

Chairman  McClellan.  hTien  you  say  theywere  [sic]  not  the  com- 
plete story,  do  you  mean  there  was  a  suspicion  that  there 
were  other  papers  taken? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No,  sir. 

Chairman  McClellan.   iVhat  do  you  mean  by  "not  the 
complete  story"? 

;'r.  hhrlichrun.   I  ;TC'n  This:   '''hat  a  teai  in  the 
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previous  Administration  had  put  this  study,  called  the 
Pentagon  Papers,  together.  There  was  a  suspicion  among  some 
of  the  people  in  our  Administration  that  that  had  been  an 
incomplete  development  of  the  subject  matter;  in  other  words, 
that  it  had  been  a  veiy  selective  completion  of  documents. 
Since  they  were  now  in  the  public  domain,  having  been 
turned  over  to  the  press ,  the  question  was  whether  there  were 
other  pertinent  documents  or  facts  that  ought  to  be  added 
to  the  information  in  the  public  domain  to  make  a  complete 
story  of  the  events  leading  up  to  the  Vietnam  situation. 


Senator  Pastore.  When  did  you  first  find  out  about  the 
existence  of  the  Pentagon  Papers? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.   I  first  found  out  after  they  began  to 
appear  in  the  press.   I  was  not  familiar  with  their  existence 
prior  to  that.  That  does  not  mean  much  because  that  wasn't 
my  field.   I  was  almost  never  on  the  foreign  affairs  side  of 
things. 

Senator  Pastore.  The  only  reason  why  I  asked  the  ques- 
tion is  because  you  were  talking  about  incompleteness. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  This  was  alleged  and  I  can't  vouch 
for  that.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons  why  Mr.  Colson  v.as 
anxious  to  have  someone  of  Mr.  Hunt's  stated  capabilities 
available  to  do  an  analysis.  Mr.  Colson  was  involved  in  the 
communications  activities  in  tne  White  House.   He  was  working 
with  Mr.  Klein.   They  felt  it  was  their  proper  function  to 
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42.     On  July  7,  1971  Ehrlichman  called  General  Robert  Cushman,  Deputy 
Director  of  the  CIA,  and  informed  him  that  Hunt  had  been  asked  by  the 
President  to  perform  special  consultant  work  on  security  problems  and 
that  Hunt  might  be  contacting  Cushraan  sometime  in  the  future  for  some 
assistance.   Ehrlichman  told  Cushman  he  should  consider  Hunt  to  have  pretty 
much  carte  blanche.   Prior  to  the  discovery  of  a  transcript  of  Ehrlichman' s 
conversation  with  Cushman,  in  February  1974,  Ehrlichman  testified  that  he 
could  not  recall  this  phone  call,  that  he  was  certain  the  President  did 
not  instruct  him  to  secure  CIA  aid  for  Hunt,*  and  that  it  was  not  until 
July  24,  1971  that  the  President  gave  him  special  authority  to  call  on 
the  CIA  for  assistance  in  connection  with  the  work  of  the  Special  Investi- 
gations Unit. 
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42.1     PARTIAL  TRANSCRIPT  OF  A  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION  BETWEEN  ROBERT  CUSHMAN 
AND  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN,   JULY  7,    1971,    WITH  ATTACHMENT 

Tcleohone  Call  to  General  Cushman  from  John  Ehrlichman  -  7  July  1971 


^[r.   Ehrlicliman:    I  want  to  alert  you  that  an  old  acquaintance,    Howard  Hunt, 

has  been  asked  by  the  President  to  do  some  special  consultant  work  :; 

on  security  problenns.      He  may  be  contacting  you  sometime  in  the  ^ 

future  for  some  assistance.     I  wanted  you  to  know  that  he  was  in  fact  ""^ 

doing  some  things  for  the  President.     He  is  a  long-time  acquaintance 
with  the  people  here.     He  may  want  some  help  on  computer  runs  and 
other  things.     You  should  consider  he  has  pretty  rr  ich  carte  blanch^,. 


j2.     (notes) 


NOTK;    After  the  above  conversation.   General  Cushman.  callpl  ^ 

to  alert  him. 
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42.1      CIA  EMPLOYEE  AFFIDAVIT,    FEBRUARY  5,    1974      — 


A  FF  I  DAVIT 


STATE  OF  VIRGINIA        ) 

)     ss. 
COUNTY  OF  FAIRFAX      ) 


1,  1-^  being  first  duly  sworn,   state: 

1.     I  was  bom  on  8  March   1924  in  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin.     After 
serving  as  an  Army  ofScer  in  V/orld  War  U  and  completing  my  college 
education,  I  joined  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  in  October  1950. 
I  have  held  the  position  of  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Dir^-ctor 
of  Central  Intelligence  since  November  1969. 

2.  This  affidavit  is  submitted  at  the  requesc  of  Mr.   William  E. 
Colby  to  explain  the  circumstances  of  my  discovery  on  Februa.y   "J,' 
1974  of  a  file  of  stenographers'  notes  among  which  was  the  attachf  i 
note  of  Miss  ^  summarizing  a  telephone  conversation 
between  Lt.    General  Robert  E.   Cushman,  Jr.   and  Mr,   John 
Ehrlichman  on  7  July    1971.  020224 

3.     Director  Colby's  secretary.  Miss  ,2-  .   came  to 

my  office  on  Monday  morning,  February  4,   1974.     She  said  that 
Mr.   Colby  would  like  me  to  go  through  my  files  once  more   to  make 
certain  that  there  were  no  misplaced  transcripts  of  conversations 
which  had  been  recorded  in  the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence.     The  recording  of  visitors'  conversations   had 
been  done  on  a  veiy  selective  basis  and  this  practice  was  discontinued 
after  General  Cushman  left  CIA  in  December  1971. 


NOTE:      AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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<.  ■  Durins   the  morning   of  February   'i ,    197<,   I   v/ent  Ihroi^gh" 

the  papers   in  my   safe  in  order   lo  dclerrnln.-  if  any   rnisp!accd 

transcripts   cf  convcrsa'ions  were  located   there.      At  thi  bottom   of 

the  second  drawer  were  two'  folders  of  material   that  contained 

information  used  for  General  Walters'   orientation  briefings    after 

he  was  appointed  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  in  March 

1972.      Under  these  briefing  files  I  found  a  brown   folder  containing 

ten  stenographic  notes  summarizing  General  Cushrr.an's,  telephone 

conversations  with  members  of  the  V/hite  House  staff  in  1969,    1970 

and  1971.      In  this  folder  was  a  summary  of  General  Ciiehman's 

7  July  1971  conversation  with  Mr.  John  Ehrlichman. 

5.     These  stenographic  notes  in''this  folder  included  si.mmarie: 

of  General  Cushman's  conversations  with  Dr.   Kissinger  on  leaks 

of  intelligence  reports  in  the  press,   and  his  request  for  an 

analytical  paper  on  Cambodia.     There  were  also  conversations  with 

other  White  House,  officials  on  intelligence  leaks   and  on  requests 

for  name  checks  of  foreigners.     The  conversaUons  with  Dr.    Kis.i.ige 

\were  on  top  of  the  file  of  ten  stenographic  notes  and  one  memor.tv.dur 

^written  by   the  CIA  General  Counsel.     The  note  of  General  Cushman's 

conversations  with  Mr.   Ehrlichman  on  7  July  1971  was  included 

about  two  thirds  of  the  way  down  in  the  file.     I  had  looked  at  this 

file  in  May   1973  when  Dr.   Schlesinger  requested  employees   to 
*i 

i!  search  all  files  for  material  which  might  have  been  related  to 

>i 

••  Howard  Hunt  and  the  Watergate  affair.     At  that  time  I  noted  the 

j 

:  records  of  the  conversations  with  Dr.  Kissinger  and  others   on  matterf 

■I 

i'  which  were  completely  unrelated  to  Watergate.     I  did  not  see  the 

--single  page  item  on  General  Cushman's  conversation  with 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  about  Howard  Hunt,    and  presumably,   inadvertently 

failed  to  uncover  it  v/hen  I  was  paging  through  these  papers. 

I 

I 
I* 

ji 
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I! 

6.      The  file  of  summary  notes  of  General  Cuohman's   tclcohonc 
conversations  was   maintained  by  his  secretary.      I   usually   did  not  sec 
them  when   they  were  made  because  they  were   chiefly   used  by 
the  secretaries   to  clarify  questions  v/hich  might  be  raised  later. 
In  many   cases.   General  Cushman  probably  did  not  see  them   cither. 
In  December   1^71  Miss  ^  General  Cushman's   secretary, 

and  I  reviewed  General  Cushman's  papers  after  he  left  CIA  to  become 
Marine  Commandant.      I  decided  to  retain  only  those  papers  which 
related  to  General  Cvishman's  conversations  ■with  memberS'«f  the  V/hite 

Ho^e  «^.  020226 


/3 

AfBant. 


I  SUBSCRIBED  and  SWORN  to  before 


me  this   S  A-it/    day  of  February,    1974. 


.^   3ijL,.C^^^  .yCo.n...o,H.pt...c:c.lS.I37, 


Notary  Public 


(SEAL) 
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42.2     ROBERT  CUSHMAN  TESTIMONY,   AUGUST  2,    1973 
8     SSC  3290 

3290 

General  Cushman.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  When  did  you  become  Commandant? 

General  Cushman.  January  1,  1972. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Before  that  date,  General  Cushman,  were  you  the 
Deputy  Director  of  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  ? 

General  Cushman.  Yes,  sir;  I  was. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  What  wiis  your  tenure  at  that  position? 

General  Cushman.  I  was  there  almost  3  years. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Do  you  have  the  dates,  sir  ? 

General  Cushman.  I  don't  have  the  date  of  taking  office  exactly.  I 
think  it  was  about  April  15  when  I  moved  into  the  Deputy  Director's 
chair,  April  15, 1969. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  I  believe  you  told  us  at  a  staff  interview  your  tenure 
there  was  from  May  7,  1969,  to  December  31,  1971 ;  is  that  correct,  to 
the  best  of  your  recollection  ? 

General  Cushman.  That  is  correct.  I  had  the  figures  with  me. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Did  there  come  a  time  on  or  about  July  7, 1971,  when 
you  received  a  call  from  the  Wliite  House  requesting  ClA  assistance 
in  regard  to  a  White  House  project  ? 

GeneraT  Cushman.  Yes,  sir;  I  received  a  call  on  July  7,  1971,  from 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  who  said  that  Howard  Hunt  had  been  hired  as  a  con- 
sultant to  the  Wliite  House  on  security  mattei-s,  that  he  would  be  com- 
ing'  to  see  me,  and  could  I  lend  him  a  hand  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  If  the  witness  will  excuse  me  and  I  think  we  are  now 
beyond  the  preliminary  questioning  and  beginning  to  get  into  the 
substantive  part  of  the  testimony.  The  other  members  of  the  committee 
have  not  yet  returned  and  I  know  General  Cushman's  testimony  is  very 
important  and  relevant  so  the  committee  will  stand  in  recess  for  a  few 
moments  until  we  have  the  return  of  our  other  members. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Ervin.  Proceed. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  General  Cushman,  now  that  other  members  of  the 
committee  have  returned,  I  would  like  to  ask  you  the  same  question  I 
asked  before  we  had  that  brief  intermission. 

Did  there  come  a  time  around  July  7, 1971,  when  you  received  a  call 
from  the  White  House  requesting  CIA  assistance  in  a  Wliite  House 
"roiect? 


General  Cushman.  Yes,  sir.  On  July  7,  1971, 1  received  a  call  from 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  who  stated,  as  best  I  can  remember  the  words,  that 
Howard  Hunt  had  been  hired  as  a  consultant  to  the  White  House  on 
security  matters,  that  he  would  be  coming  to  pay  me  a  visit  and  could 
I  lend  him  a  hand. 

Mr.  HA:MrLTON.  Now,  did  you  consider  this  request  from  Mr. 
Ehrlichman  to  be  a  usual  request,  a  commonplace  request  ? 

General  Cushman.  This  was  the  original  such  request  that  I  could 
recall  by  Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  used  to  get  calls  frequently,  of  course, 
from  other  people  saying  that  someone  would  come  to  call  on  me. 
Usually  they  were  looking  for  a  job,  tliat  soit  of  thins. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  But  T  take  it  that  from  the  Wliite  House,  with  the 
exception  of  calls  from  the  National  Security  Council,  that  this  is  the 
only  call  that  j'ou  have  had ;  is  that  correct  ? 

General  Cushman.  As  far  as  I  can  recall,  yes. 
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2532 

Mr.  Ehruichmax.  As  needed.  We  didn't  have  a  .system  of  weekly- 
reports  or  monthly  reports  or  anything  of  that  kind  but  just  when 
something  came  up  that  recpiired  my  attention  they  would  let  me  k-now. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  if  it  was  important,  tliey  would  report,  would 
they  not? 

Mr.  Ehruchman.  I  would  hope  that  most  of  my  people  would  han- 
dle things  themselves.  Usually  it  got  to  me — I  mean  I  am  talking  now 
about  routine  domestic  things,  they  got  to  me  as  the  last  step  before 
they  went  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  initiate  any  instructions  to  them  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  was  asked  to  ratify  a  number  of  their  decisions 
froni  time  to  time,  and  their  practice,  Young  and  Krogh  we  arc  now 
talking  about. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Eiirlichman.  Their  practice  would  be  to  send  me  periodic  in- 
formation reports  or  status  reports  or  progress  reports  and  sometimes 
those  would  contain  requests  for  either  approval  of  a  decision  that 
they  had  made  or  proposals  that  they  had  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  this  the  special  investigations  unit  that  later  became, 
began  to  be  known  popularly  as  the  plumbers  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  When  did  that  occur? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  That  it  became  known  as  that? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  don't  know.  That  was  never  a  term  that  was 
familiar  to  me  until  it  was  used  in  the  press. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  that  there  was  actually  a  sign  to  the 
door,  the  plumbers? 

Mr.  E>iRi.icHMAx.  Xo.  It  may  be  apocryphal,  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  you  actually  interview  Mr.  Hunt  before  he  was 
hired? 

Mr.  Eiirlichman-.  No;  I  had  a  meeting  with  INIr.  Colson  and  Mr. 
Hunt  after  he  was  hired.  It  was  in  July  of  1971  and  I  believe  that  is 
the  only  time  I  have  seen  Mr.  Hunt. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  that  Mr.  Colson  verr  much 
wanted  Mr.  Hunt  to  be  hired  ? 

Mr.  Ehrltch^iax.  That  would  be  fair  to  say. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  acceded  to  his  request? 

IMr.  EnRr.irTiMAx,  AYell.  it  was  an  accomplished  fact,  I  think,  by  the 
time  I  saw  him 

Mr.  Dash.  Isow,  did  you  make  a  call  for  Mr.  Hunt  to  the  CIA 
shortly  after  you  saw  him  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well  I  cannot  recall  ever  making  such  a  call. 


Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  said  that  the  major  responsibility  of  this  unit 
developed  because  of  the  need  for  the  unit  to  go  ahead  onan  iuvestiija- 
tion  of  the  so-called  Pentagon  leaks.  Were  there  any  other  responsibili- 
ties or  assignments  given  to  this  unit? 

Mr.  EiiRLiCHMAx.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  state  what  they  were  ? 

Mr.  EirRLicmfAX.  Well,  I  can  state  some  of  them;  I  cannot  state  all 
of  them. 

Mr.  Dash.  The  ones  that  you  can  ? 


(733) 


42.4     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,   MAY  SO,    1973,   SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  SENATE 

APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,  285-88 285 

Indistinct  docxnnent  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

cut-off.  Had  he  called  two  or  three  weeks  earlier,  he  would 
have  had  the  same  result.   In  my  personal  experience,  the  White 
House  has  never  insisted  that  the  White  House  do  anything  that 
the  CIA  objected  to  or  the  Deputy  Director.  That  includes  aid  to 
Mr.  Hunt  and  the  psychological  profile  as  well,  as  the  record 
shows . 

Senator  Pastore.  We  keep  using  the  words  "White  House". 
Do  we  mean  the  President?  Do  we  mean  somebody  in  the  White  House? 
I  am  afraid  that  much  of  the  consternation  on  the  part  of  the 
public  with  relation  to  what  has  happened  is  that  the  words 
"White  House"  are  used  as  though  it  means  the  President. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Pastore.  Does  this  mean  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.   Not  invariably.   I  think  that  is  an 
important  point.  Senator.  As  we  get  into  this  Watergate  busi- 
ness, the  relationship  between  what  some  staff  people  did  and 
what  the  President  wanted  done  has  a  disparity.  There  was  a 
spread.  That  is  the  reason  I  use  the  words  "White  House"  rather 
than  the  word  "President". 


In  my  personal  experience,  my  requests  of  the  CIA  were 
always  at  the  specific  instance  of  the  President  because  that 
was  not  my  regular  beat.   I  would  make  requests  of  a  domestic 
department  at  times  without  the  President  specifically  saing,  [sic] 
"Call  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  tell  them  to  do  this 
or  that,"  because  I  knew  generally  what  his  policy  was.  When  I 
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got  into  the  national  security  area,  I  was  out  of  my  field,  and 

I  never  did  make  a  step  to  ask  the  CIA  to  do  anything  without 

the  President  having  authorized  me  to  do  so  in  advance. 

So  that  when  it  is  one  of  my  transactions  with  relation  to 

the  CIA,  I  can  say  with  confidence  I  was  acting  with  specific 

Presidential  authority.  On  the  other  hand,  what  the  NSC  rela- 
tionship to  the  CIA  was  in  terms  of  day-to-day  requests,  I  can't 
answer  because  I  don't  now. 

Senator  Pastore.  But  you  were  the  chief  architect  of  the 
plumbers,  were  you  not?  The  President  talked  to  you,  did  he 
not? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Pastore.  With  relation  to  this  matter  of  the  leaks? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Pastore.  And  the  fact  that  it  had  to  be  discovered 
and  revealed? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Pastore.  And  those  who  were  guilty  had  to  be 
punished? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  He  looked  to  me. 

Senator  Pastore.  He  gave  you  the  directorship  of  this  so- 
called  project? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.   In  general  terms;  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Pastore.  Therefore,  when  you  talked  to  anybody 
after  this  authority  was  granted  to  you,  you  did  not  have  to  go 
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back  to  the  President  for  every  detail? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Pastore.  You  had  it  within  your  power  to  pick  up 
the  phone  and  call  the  CIA  as  a  result  of  the  authority  already 
given  to  you,  without  going  back  to  the  President  and  asking 
him  specifically,  "1  want  to  call  up  CIA  about  Hunt";  is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  You  are  correct.  That  dated  from  the 
24th  of  July. 

Senator  Young.  May  I  ask  a  question  at  this  point? 

Acco-ding  [sic]  to  some  of  the  testimony,  as  I  understand,  there 
was  a  meeting  in  your  office  with  Mr.  Helms  and  Mr.  Osborne. 
Was  the  President  informed  as  to  what  was  discussed  at  that  meet- 
ing? You  say  the  President  knew  all  the  time  what  was  going  on. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  meeting  was  held.  Senator,  as  a  result 
of  the  President  having  approved  a  general  plan  of  operation  which 
he  did  on  the  24th  of  July. 

Senator  Hruska.  The  plumbers? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  That  is  correct.  That  meeting  was  then 
held  on  the  12th  of  August  for  the  purpose  of  informing  Director 
helms  [sic]  of  what  the  President's  instructions  were,  and  what  his 
objectives  were,  and  how  the  CIA  would  fit  into  that  general 
pattern.  The  same  kind  of  meeting  was  held  with  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Senator  Young.  What  authority  did  the  President  give  you 
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or  anyone  else  for  the  CIA  to  act  in  this  matter? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  He  said  that  we  could  call  on  the  CIA  for 
assistance,  and  it  was  understood  and  implicit  in  his  saying 
that,  within  legal  limits.  We  were  not  authorized,  as  I  under- 
stood it,  to  ask  the  CIA  to  do  anything  that  they  were  not 
legally  authorized  to  do  by  the  1947  Act. 


Senator  Pastore.   When  you  say  "we",  you  mean  you? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No,  sir.  You  see,  while  I  had  general 
accountability,  Mr.  Krogh  was  the  operating  manager  of  that  unit 
and  the  President  met  with  Mr.  Krogh  and  his  instructions,  in 
fact,  were  made  to  Mr.  Krogh  in  my  presence,  rather  than  to  me 
in  Mr.  Krogh's  presence.   So  that  I  had  the  --  well,  I  had  the 
oversight,  so  to  speak.  Mr.  Krogh  did  make  regular  reports  to 
the  President,  saw  the  President,  kept  him  informed  of  the  pro- 
gress of  the  thing,  and  he  was  really  the  operating  manager. 

I  don't  mean  to  cop  out  on  this.  1  was  certainly  -- 

Chairman  McClellan.  The  President  himself  was  operating 
manager  of  the  plumbers'  group. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.   No,  Senator.   I  said  Mr.  Krogh  was. 

Now,  I  would  just  wrap  up  this  section  on  Hunt  by  perhaps 
reading  from  the  summary,  recognizing  that  we  are  getting  short 
of  time,  and  this  is  on  page  16. 

I  recognize  the  difficulty  for  the  committee  in  my  testimony 
in  the  matter  of  the  Cushman  telephone  call. 

In  candor,  I  would  prefer  to  simply  say  to  the  committee. 
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The  testimony  of  John  Ehrlichman,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

John  Ehrlichman  testified  before  the  House  Armed  Services  Com- 
mittee on  June  13,  1973  and  in  that  testimony  stated  that  he  recalled  only 
three  instances  in  which  he  had  contacted  the  CIA  for  aid,  and  that  in 
each  of  those  instances  it  was  after  specific  instructions  from  the 
President.   He  stated  that  CIA  aid  was  not  invoked  lightly.   He  was  cer- 
tain, however,  that  the  President  did  not  instruct  him  to  secure  CIA  aid 
for  Hunt.   Therefore,  if  in  fact  he  did  call  the  CIA  between  July  7  and 
July  13,  1971,  from  California  for  help  for  Hunt,  it  would  have  been  the 
first  and  only  time  he  did  so  without  Presidential  direction,  and  apparently 
at  the  request  of  someone  else  who  asked  him  to  do  so.   He  believed  such 
a  thing  was  possible,  but  not  probable. 
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43.       By  memorandum  dated  July  6,  1971  entitled  "More  Pentagon  Papers," 
Colson  advised  Ehrlichman  that  the  Brookings  Institution  was  conducting 
a  study  of  American  involvement  in  Vietnam;  Colson  characterized  it  as 
potentially  another  Pentagon  Papers.   According  to  Caulfield,  a  member 
of  Dean's  staff,  Colson  suggested  that  a  fire  be  started  at  the  Brookings 
Institution  in  the  course  of  which  the  papers  could  be  stolen.   Caulfield 
objected  to  the  plan  and  reported  his  objection  to  Dean.   On  July  11, 
1971  Dean  flew  to  San  Clemente  and  told  Ehrlichman  that  the  Brookings 
Institution  plan  should  be  abandoned.   Ehrlichman  caused  the  project  to 
be  cancelled . 
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J'oly  'o,   1971 

MEMQ^JuHDUM  FOU:  JOHN  SKP^UCHI'/IAJJ 

mO^ri:  CHARTERS  COLSON 

SUBJECT;  Mora  'Pentagon  V^ip^ra 

Tha  aiiacii^d  la  iaacinaiiug.     I»  loolci  vo  zna  liUa  ^^vd  ecls/ 
soon  e^paci  aao^ia?  inst^dlment  in  ihis  Pantanon  Pap-sra 
■writiaa  hy  thja  s-^xn^  aulhora  bu*  doubilaaa  mors  up  io 

002353 

i"ou  %vUI  noia  ihoS:  this  raoort  is  dai3^  August  1969  -p.tid  ih» 
indicaiio^  i3  a  Z-y-^ar  study  ■;va3  to  b-3  conducts^  which,  wculd 
m3:ia  thai  w»  coiud  a--ct:-^i5  somsihisg  dxoopjng  on  us  ihia 
Fall, 

Iti  my  opinion,  this  shoijdd  b-9  prompilj  inv^svig^iied  and  Ju-3tici> 
csartaialy  has  ev^ry  rsason  to  do  20  in  vi3"W  of  ih-o  i-^ci  tha* 
Hllsbrsrs  vi'aa  came-d  as  a  m'jm'b^r  of  th^  ouisid-s  advisory 
group. 

cc:    H.  R.  Haldsm^ta 
John  Djan 
Pat  Buvh^aari 
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social  affairs  with  particular  attention  to  political  development.  It  will  also  Include  China's 
external  relations.   Although  this  research  will  be  separate  from  Brookings'  policy  studies 
of  the  U.S.  politico-military  role,  some  interconnection  will  be  inevitable  and  useful. 
Professor  Burnett  will  also  prepare  occasional  papers  on  key  policy  Issues  relating  to  Asia 
and  China.   Both  In  preparing  these  papers  and  In  undertaking  his  more  basic  Chinese 
studies,  Professor  Burnett  will  convene  ad  hoc  discussion  groups,  made  up  of  government 
and  nongovernment  experts — thus  helping  to  maintain  bridges  between  official  and 
academic  opinion  in  this  vital  area. 

2.  U.S.  Military  Programs  for  Developing  Countries.   Brookings  Senior  Fellow  Ernest 
Lefever,  who  has  just  completed  a  study  of  the  role  of  the  military  and  police  in  the  poli- 
tical development  of  tropical  Africa,  is  beginning  a  review  of  U.S.  programs  for  military 
training  assistance  to  developing  nations,  focussing  particularly  on  Latin  America  but 
seeking  to  draw  conclusions  of  worldwide  import.   These  U.S.  programs — which  shape  the 
receiving  countries'  military  capabilities,  political  development,  and  relations  with  the 
United  States — are  relevant  to  the  U.S.  politico-military  role  in  the  developing  world  not 
only  for  this  reason  but  also  because  they  bear  on  (1)  the  developing  countries'  ability  to 
play  a  larger  role  in  their  own  defense;  (11)  political  attitudes  of  the  military  In  developing 
countries;  and  (ill)  the  scope  and  nature  of  U.S.  commitments  to  these  countries.   A  review 

of  these  U.S.  prograns  is  thus  in  order.  The  product  of  this  work  will  be  a  book  which 
assesses  the  effects  of  these  programs  to  date  and  offers  recommendations  for  the  future. 

3.  United  Nations.   In  all  of  this,  the  long-term  possibilities  for  strengthening  inter- 
national alternatives  to  U.S.  military  action  need  to  be  considered.   Brookings  has  already 
done  considerable  work  in  this  field.  Larry  Fabian,  Research  Associate  on  our  resident 
staff,  has  recently  completed  a  draft  of  his  study,  "Preparedness  for  Peacekeeping."  This 
study  of  UN  capabilities  for  mobilizing  manpower  and  resources  analyzes  political  as  well 

as  technical  Issues;  emphasis  is  on  the  policies  and  potential  of  key  middle  and  small  power 
peacekeepers,  as  well  as  the  super-powers.   It  may  lead  to  further  Brookings  research  con- 
cerning peacekeeping  by  the  UN  and  international  agencies. 

It.     U.S.  Policy  and  Vietnam — The  Lessons  Learned.   A  balanced  and  accurate  history 
of  our  Vietnam  experience,  written  with  fidelity  and  judiciousness,  while  memories  of 
the  principal  actors  are  still  fresh,  should  have  great  value.   Brookings  Is  undertaking  a  two- 
year  project  to  this  end. 

This  project  will  seek  to  determine  what  lessons,  if  any,  can  be  learned  from  the 
experience.  These  lessons  can  be  Important  on  several  levels  and  with  varying  relevance 
to  foreign  policy  making  generally.   On  the  broadest  and  most  basic  level,  something  may 
be  learned  about  the  U.S.  role  In  the  world-both  our  responsibilities  and  the  limitations 
of  our  power.   At  the  middle  range,  lessons  can  be  learned  about  organization  and  proce- 
dures for  decision  making,  and  how  to  Improve  them.   On  tlie  most  concrete  level. 
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something  may  be  learned  about  how  to  Improve  the  accuracy  of  Information  and  how  to 

make  the  tools  of  analysis  more  rigorous  and  sensitive.  The  principal  [unreadable]  will  be  [unreadable] 

[unreadable]  maps,  newspapers 

and  periodicals,  and  Interviews  with  participants  in  Vietnam  policy  making. 

The  work  will  be  discussed  and  carefully  reviewed  for  objectivity,  as  It  proceeds, 
by  an  outside  advisory  group  representing  varied  viewpoints;  Its  members  so  far 
Include  William  Brecker,  Daniel  Ellsberg,  Stanley  Hoffman,  John  J.  McCloy,  and 
Adam  Yarmolinsky.  The  study  director  is  Daniel  Ellsberg,  who  served  in  the  Defense 
Department  from  1967  to  1969,  after  prior  experience  in  the  academic  community 
and  with  the  Congress. 

IV.   Economic  Development  and  Interdependence 

Brookings  program  of  foreign  economic  studies  is  still  -eing  elaborated.  The  initial 
program  concentrates  on  economic  development,  but  Includes  studies  bearing  on  trade 
and  financial  relations  among  industrial  countries.   In  addition  to  the  work  described 
below,  Lawrence  Krause,  Stephen  Harris,  and  Walter  Salant  of  the  Economic  Studies 
Program  are  studying  different  aspects  of  the  balance-of-payments  problem,  means  of 
adjusting  disequilibria  in  international  payments,  and  possible  improvements  in  the  inter- 
national monetary  system. 

1.  Foreign  Aid.   When  Grotlus  wrote  his  treatise  on  Interstate  relations,  foreign  aid 
as  we  know  it  today  had  not  been  invented.   Its  arrival  has  powerfully  altered  traditional 
notions  about  these  relations:   An  aid  donor  tends  to  become  intimately  Involved  in 
internal  affairs  of  an  aid  recipient;  a  multilateral  aid  or  development  organization  possessed 
of  sufficient  prestige  and  resources  is  likely  to  become  a  significant  force  affecting  the 
policies  of  both  donors  and  recipients. 

.The  United  States  has  now  had  almost  twenty  years'  experience  with  aid  relations 
between  developed  and  developing  countries.   Robert  E.  Asher,  William  'Adams  Brown,  Jr., 
Harry  G.  Johnson,  Albert  0.  Hirschman,  Wilfred  Owen,  and  other  Brookings  authors  have 
already  made  a  major  contribution  to  appraisal  of  this  experience. 

Three  current  Brookings  studies  continue  in  this  tradition:   (1)  "American  Foreign 
Assistance,"  by  Robert  E.  Asher,  builds  on  the  work  of  a  Brookings  seminar  which  has 
met  periodically  to  stimulate  long-range  thinking  on  the  future  of  foreign' aid  in  off-the- 
record  discussions  among  government  officials,  scholars,  and  members  of  the  Cong-ess. 
A  manuscript  of  this  study  is  now  being  revised,  in  light  of  comment  by  outside  reviewers 
to  whom  it  was  submitted.   (2)  "Economic  Development  via  the  'Big  Push,'"  by  Alan  M. 
Strout,  will  analyze  the  need  for  and  consequences  of  concentrated  infusion  of  foreign 
resources  as  an  aid  to  development  in  specific  countries.   It  will  be  completed  this  fall. 
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cxtcrns!  rcl^iioni.   A!'.I:'J.:_'!'  \U\<  rci-.-jicI;  v.ill  be  v.-|ijr.i!.-  Tfyi:!  ^;r•.''v•'.i^■■_:^'  polrjy  >ti:'.!i-:5 
of  t!'.!;  U.S.  poliiii-u-niili'.jry  roI.\  501:!-  .•:;t',-rv.u:;r.--ctioi'.  v.  ill  b-.-  itfj-.-it. ;'>!.•  .y.iJ  i;-.-.Tiil. 
Profciior  C;irp.c;t  v.i!I  ;;Iio  prepare  occ3%icn3!  p:;p•er^  or:  '.cy  poli'.y  i.^•.■v.•^  .-eLiiip.^:  io  Asia 
and  Ciiina.   Both  in  prcpjr;."._;  llics-.'  pjpers  jrJ  i:i  iir:Jvr;.:'r.i;'.;;  Iii%  more  b;i-jij  C!ii;:c5-.' 
studisi,  Pfofcisor  D;:rivjt:  v. i!l  co;ivcr.c  ad  I'.oc  diaou^iioii  croiipi.  mj-Jc  up  yf  govcrr.n?.er.t 
and  non^ovcrr.rnciU  c.\pe.-Ii--!lii:i  heipir.:;  to  mainiairi  brlJ^ies  bctv-o-.-:;  orfi.-ial  ::n:l 
acsdcniic  opinion  in  thii  \'[x.il  area. 

2.  U.S.  .\'ilitary  Prn^i-c:::!^  fijr  Dci'c'opii-g  Coiinirics    Brookines  Senior  Fellow  Ernest 
Lelcvcr,  wl;o  has  just  co:r:p'etcd  a  stiidy  of  ihc  role  of  I'le  military  ^iiid  police  in  the  poli-   - 
tical  d;ve!op;nent  of  trop:..jt  AfrivO,  :s  Ive-jinninL'  j  review  of  U.S.  prograi;:*  for  i.iiiir.iry 
training;  asjiitaiice  to  devcioping  nulioiis,  focusiiiiu  particularly  011  Lalii)  .America  but 
seeking  to  draw  conclus'or.s  of  worldwide  import.  These  U.S.  prOi:r;iiiis-wliic!i  shape  tlie 
receiving  countries'  military  capabilities,  political  development,  and  relations  with  the 
United  States-are  relevant  to  the  U.S.  politico-military  ro!e  in  the  developing  world  nol 
only  for  thi>  reason  but  also  because  tlicy  bear  on  (i)  the  developini;  coLintries*  abil-ty  to 
play  a  larger  role  in  their  own  defense;  (ii)  political  attitudes  of  ti'.e  military  in  dcvclopine 
countries:  and  (iii)  the  scope  and  nature  of  U.S.  commitments  to  these  countries.  A  review 
o.f  these  U.S.  programs  is  tlius  in  order.  The  product  of  tliis  v.ork  will  be  a  book  v.-hicli 
assesses  the  effects  of  these  programs  to  date  and  offers  recommendalit^s/ftwjUivW'uiure. 

3.  United  Nations.    In  all  of  this,  the  long-term  posoibilities  for  slrenythening  ii;tcr- 
national  aJternativcs  to  U.S.  military  action  need  to  be  considered.   Rrookiniis  has  already 
done  considerable  v/ork  in  this  field.  Larry  Fabian,  Resex'ch  Associate  on  our  resident 
staff,  has  recently  completed  a  draft  of  his  study,  "Preparedness  for  Peacekeeping."  This 
study  of  UN  capabilities  for  mobilizing  manpbv.er  and  resources  anaJyzcs  political  as  well 
as  technical  issues;  emphasis  is  on  the  policies  and  potential  of  key  middle  and  small  power 
peacekeepers,  as  well  as  the  super-powers.  It  may  lead  to  further  Crookings  research  con- 
cerning peacekeeping  by  the  UN'  and  international  agencies. 

<^^U.S.  Po!:c^-r:r.d-Viettum>rTh<^LesSij>ti-Lccrr.,':J:   ,V5v>5r?te?;r:vJ~:'clTr5?e't:t1"tery 
of  our  A'ietnam  experience,  written  v.itli  fiJelily  and  judiciousness,  v,hiie.:!T-n>ories;oC 
the'j)Tinc?fr;:'a?rcTr?'S!-es':*rTrc<:r?t  should  !wve  jreat  value.   Brookings  is  undertaking  a  tv/o- 
ycar  prcject  to  tIJs  end. 

This  project  v.iil  seek  to  detc.-nur.e  v.i-at  lessons,  if  :iny,  can  be  leirned  from  the 
jCxperience.  These  lcsso.">  can  be  importjn;  on  sever,:!  Ievcl>  and  v. i'.h  va.oi"^.  relevance 
•to  foreirn  policy  i;:ak!;v;  ?:enc.'-jll/.   On  ti'.o  l-rocvk-si  ;ir.J  most  ba-iic  level.  so;;:eti;::ig  may 
be  kan-c:!  about  t!:e  U.S.  role  in  tlie  v.c:l  !-bol;i  ou:  ^e^po•:;ib:!ities  a::d  the  limitations 
of  o^:r  pcv.er.   At  ;!;e  i:!i,!i!le  ra::^e,  Ie-;v0:;>can  l;e  lenr::ed  about  or!;  !::iv:a!ion  ;>r;J  proce- 
dures for  deciNion  ni.^ki::  •,  :!;:d  !;j-.v  to  ii;:;;rc-.e  tl:c:;:.    0::.::.e  r;o.:  co::vreie  Iwe!, 
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:■.:..':■:  \\::-  ioulj  of  ^:::'_.  vs  ::\^:;^  ri^on;.:-  ;!:.J  >-;;  ,i;ivc.   'ijv—r;.:.!;:.::-:^:^:;..:  v/ilL 


2:'A 


'•i 


The  v/ork  -A-;:;  be  d:scciscf!  nnd  car-fijliy  rc\  ic-  .d  ;'t 


0:<;.;-[;v:ly,  as  it  p.-o^icUs 


inclijdc  V^•iI!:Jrtl  D-cc;:ir.y:>;r;'r=:4--;£:r::r^,  Sianlcy  Ho;:-i:;n.  Join  J.  McClciy,  ;:nJ- 

'.Dopartrr.ont  Jrorr!  1907  lo  196-:;.  j!"t;r  prior  sxp-rivfiwi-  ii;  ilic  JCaJ-.-;!:i,:  <.oi:i::.i:r.;-:y 
2nd  witt-;  :!ic  Con^r^ss. 


IV.  Econoniic  Dcvclopnicr.t  .-,nd  Intc-.'d-.-pcr.d.-nce 

Brookinss  proj,-i:r.  of  for;.'i=:n  ccoi-.omic  studies  is  stil]  bilr^  elaborated.  The  initial 
proSi-am  concentrates  or.  econcnuc  devclop.Tienl.  but  inclirdcs  studies  bearing  on  trade 
and  nn3n'.-ial  rebtio;i3  a.Tson^  i.idiisinai  countries.  In  addition  to  the  work  described 
belcv.-.  Lawrence  Krause,  Stephen  .Marris.  and  Walter  S:iJ.inr  oftne  Econor:i?-.-Sn:d;cs 
Projjam  are  studying  different  aspects  of  tiie  balance-of-paymcnts  problem,  means  of 
adjusti-s  diseqiiilibria  in  international  payments,  and  possible  improvements  in  the  inter- 
national monetary  system. 

1.  Foreisn  Aid. '  V/hcn  Grotius  wrots  his  treatise  on  interstate  rclatioiy.'tc^j^j^icl 
as  we  know  it  today  had  not  been  mvented.   Its  arrival  has  pov.'erf;i[]y  altered  traditional 
notions  about  those  relations;   An  aid  donor  te.'':ds  to  become  infLn.ateiy  involved  in 
irtcrr.il  affairs  of  an  aid  recipient;  a  multiiateral  uid  or  devclopnien!  or£,ini22;ion  possessed 
of  sufficient  prestige  and  resources  is  likely  to  beconie  a  significant  fo.-cc  affecting  the 
policies  of  both  donors  and  recipients. 

The  United  Stated  has  now  had  aJsnost  tv/cnty  yer.rs'  experience  v,-ith  nid  relations 
between  developed  and  devclopi.-.g  countries.   Robert  E.  .Asher,  ',ViIli::m  Adams  Brown.  Jr.. 
H2rr>'.G.  Johnson,  Albert  O.  Hirscliman,  Wilfred  C.ven,  and  oilier  Brookinjjs  auth.ors  have 
steady  midc  .t  major  coiUribution  to  appraisjl  of  this  experience. 

Three  current  Brookin-s  studies  co.itinui  in  this  tradition;   ( 1 )  "Ar-.erican  Foreign 
Assistance,"  by  Robert  E.  Ash-?r,  bt;:!ds  on  the  work  v\  a  Brookings  seminar  which  has 
met  pericJicaliy  to  sti;;u;:ate  !on-r.::;;e  lliinkin^  or,  the  future  oLCorwrn  aid  i::  of^the- 
lecord  discussions  atnons  Jjovenirrient  officials,  sc!!o!.::>,  .i:;J  men:!-crs  of  the  Congress. 
A  mar\i:s;ripl  of  tl;:,  study  is  nov/  bei:;j  revised,  in  V-l.i  uf  co:n;i:e!\t  by  o;:t  .iJe  reviewers 
to  whom  it  wassubinitteil.   (2)  "E^..:;:i:nie  Devc!o;;;:;;n;  via  ti>e  "Cij  l\:s!i,' "  bv  Alan  ?.!. 
St-o;:',  V,;!!  ni;-!y/e  t!:e  iieed  fu:  r-,J  ^0:;-,e.:;!e;:  :e>  uf  c-:..e:::: :!  \' 


-:;:;n  ft  ;u:c:::n 


T'. 


o^:r-/^  :::;  -;i  -:J  !o  dev.ln,-:!  -n;  i:;  -^r-eeifij  c:vii:;::e^.    it  v.;:!  b.-^O;;  -<•::•.:,;  t!;!;  f;rt;_ 
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intellifj^ence  did  not  evidence  what  the  President  was  lookinp  for.  but 
I  turned  it  over  to  Mr.  William  Buroody,  telling  him  the  President 
wanted  a  speech  as  part  of  the  counteroflensive  to  the  ^Vaterirate 
inquiri,-.  Several  weeks  later  Baroody  reported,  that  he  too  agreed  that 
the  infoimution  wasn't  there  for  a  speech. 

"While  there  were  other  things  which  occurred,  that  evidence  the 
concern  about  demonstrators,  I  believe  the  foregoing  gives  the  com- 
mittee a  good  sampling  of  the  degree  of  concern. 

CoxcERN  Abottt  Leaks 

The  committee  has  asked  me  about  concern  over  leaks.  I  believe  that 
most  anyone  who  worked  at  the  "White  House  during  the  past  4  years 
can  attest  to  the  concern  that  prevailed  regarding  leaks — any  and  all 
leaks.  This  was  a  matter  of  frequent  discussions  among  staff  members 
and  in  some  instances  leaks  were  investigated  by  Haldeman's  or  Ehr- 
lichman's  office.  I  have  submitted  to  the  committee  docimients  evidenc- 
ing the  types  of  investigations  made. 

[The  documents  referred  to  were  marked  exhibit  No.  S4-2.*] 

Mr.  De.\x.  I  began  to  understand  the  high  degree  of  concern  after 
11  got  to  know  ilr.  Jack  Cuiilfield,  who  liad  been  assigned  to  my  staff. 
J[  would  guess  that  I  had  been  at  the  "UTiite  House  almost  i  year, 
before  Mr.  Caulfield  told  me  that  he  had  been  directed  bj-  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man  to  wiretap  a  newsman's  telephone  in  pursuit  of  a  leak.  Mr.  Caul- 
field  told  me  that  the  wiretap  was  on  for  onl\-  a  short  period  of  time 
because  he  believed  the  FBI  had  subsequently  taken  over.  PTe  told  me 
that  he  had  been  directed  to  perform  the  wiretap  when  Mr.  Ploover 
was  unwilling,  but  Mr.  Ehrlichman  wished  to  proceed. 

The  wiretap  was  undertaken,  as  I  recall,  in  late  1969  or  early  1970. 
Caulfield  told  me  that  it  was  performed  by  Mr.  Ulasewioz.  'Slv.  John 
Regan,  and  himself.  He  later  repeated  the  story  to  me  telling  me  that 
it  had  been  a  rather  harrowing  experience  when  he  was  holding  the 
ladder  in  a  back  alley  of  Georgetown  while  also  trying  to  keep  a  look 
out  as  another  member  of  the  group  was  working  at  the  top  of  tlie 
ladder.  He  also  told  me  that  he  received  what  he  referred  to  .as  the 
"pair  numbers''  from  ^fr.  John  Davies.  who  was  then  on  the  TMiite 
House  staff,  but  who  had  pre\iously  been  employed  or  had  an  associa- 
tion Avith  the  telephone  company  before  joining  tl\e  White  House  staff. 

I  do  not  know  what  information,  if  any,  they  olitained.  nor  do  I 
know  any  other  details  othev  tlian  what  I  have  related  above.  I  have 
no  idea  if  the  i-eason  for  tlie  wiretap  was  I'clatcd  to  national  security 
and  I  believe  ^Ir.  Caulfield  told  me  it  was  indeed  Joseph  Kraft"s  tele- 
phone they  tajtped. 

"V\niile  theie  was  an  always  present  roncoi-n  about  leaks,  that  conrei'n 
took  a  quantum  jump  when  the  Xew  York  Times  iie<ran  pu1>lishiu£r  the 
Pentagon  Pain-rs  in  June  1971.  After  the  iuilial  letral  skiiTuish  to 
enjoin  publication  of  the  capers  had  died  down,  the  "\^^lite  House  con- 
rei-n  about  the  i)roblem  of  leaks  liad  lieightened. 


To  (lie  best  of  my  i-ecoilection— I  have  been  unable  to  confirm  this 
throuirh  the  "\'\niite  House  recoids^it  was  late  .Tune  or  early  ,Tulv 
that  Jaf'k  C.-mlfleld  came  to  mo  to  tell  me  that  ^fr.  Colson  had  cal'od 
him  in,  at  Ehrliriunan's  direction,  and  instructed  him  to  biuglarize 

•.=;i?.->  p.  no;. 


(746) 


43.2     JOHN  DEAN  TESTIMONY,    JUNE  25^    1973,    Z  SSC  919-20 

920 

The  Brookings  Institute  in  an  effort  to  determine  if  they  had  certain 
leaiied  documents.  "VVliat  prompted  Mr.  Caulfield  to  coine  to  me  was 
that  he  thought  the  matter  was  most  unwise  and  that  his  instructions 
from  Mr.  Colson  were  insane.  He  informed  me  that  ^fr.  L'hisewicz  had 
"cased"'  The  Brookings  Institute  and  that  ilr.  Uhisewicz  had  made  a 
friendly-  contact  with  one  of  the  security  men  in  tlie  buiklinL^  but  the 
security  system  at  the  Brookings  buikling -u-as  extrcmelv  tiglit  and  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  break-in.  Caulfield  told  me  that  he  had  so 
informed  Colson,  but  that  Colson  had  instrutned  him  to  pursue  the 
matter  and  if  necessary  he  should  plant  a  firebomb  in  the  building  ana 
retrieve  the  documents  during  the  commotion  that  would  ensue.  Mr. 
Caulfield  said  Colson's  entire  argument  for  burglarizing  the  Brookings 
was  based  on  a  publication  he  had  obtained  indicatinir  that  the  Biook- 
ings  was  planning  for  the  fall— 1071— a  study  of  Vietnam  leased  on 
docurnents  of  a  current  nature,  and  a  former  consultant  to  the  Xational 
Security  Council  worked  there.  '"   ' 

Caulfield  convinced  me  that  Colson  was  intent  on  proceeding,  by 
one  means  or  another,  so  I  advised  Caulfield  that  he  should  do  nothing 
further,  that  I  would  immediately  fly  to  California  and  tell  Ehrlicli- 
man  that  this  entire  thing  was  insane. 

I  flew  to  California  on  a  militarv  aircraft  courier  flight  that  was 
going  to  San  Clemente.  I  sat  with  IMr.  Robert  Mardian  on  the  flight, 
■who  told  me  he  was  going  to  see  the  President  about  a  highlv  Im- 
portant matter  that  he  could  not  discuss  with  me — a  matterwhich  I 
will  refer  to  later.  "\Mien  I  arrived  in  California  I  arranged  to  see 
Ehrlichman  and  told  him  that  the  burglary  of  Brookings  was  insane- 
and,  to  persuade  him,  probably  impossililc.  He  said  OK  and  he  called 
INIr.  Colson  to  call  it  off,  and  t  called  Mr.  Caulfield  to  tell  him  it  was 
called  off. 

It  -was  not  until  almost  1  year  or  more  later  that  I  learned  the  reason 
for  Mardian's  trip  to  see  the  President.  Mr.  ^fardian  later  told  me.  in  a 
social  con vei-sation.  that  he  had  gone  to  see  the  President  to  get  in- 
structions regarding  the  disposition  of  wiretap  logs  that  related  to 
newsmen  and  "\ATiite  House  staffei-s  -who  were  suspected  of  leakinir. 
These  logs  had  been  in  possession  of  INIr.  William  Sullivan,  an  As- 
sistant Director  of  the  FBI.  and  were,  per  Mr.  ^Mardian's  instructions 
from  the  President,  given  to  Elirlichman. 

I  had  occasion  to  raise  a  question  about  these  logs  with  Elirlichman 
during  the  fall  of  1972,  and  he  flatly  denied  to  me  that  he  had  the  loirs. 
I  did  not  tell  him  at  that  time  I  had  been  told  he  had  them  and  it  was 
ab^out  February  22  or  2."  of  this  year.  Time  magazine  notified  tlie 
V.Tiite  House  it  was  goi.ng  to  print'a  storv  that  the  "\^lute  House  had 
undertaken  wiretaps  of  newsmen  and  White  Hou.se  atatV  and  a  re- 
sponse was  being  asked  for  and  I  further  got  into  the  matter. 

The  "WHute  House  press  office  notified  liie  of  this  inquiiv.  I  called 
Mr.  ]Vrark  Felt  at  the  FBI  to  a^k  him  first  what  the  facrs\vere,  and 
second,  how  such  a  story  could  leak.  Mr.  Felt  told  me  that  it  was  true, 
that  Mr.  Siillivan  knew  all  tlie  facts  and  that  he  had  no  idea  how  it 
leaked.  I  then  called  Mr.  Sullivan  and  requested  that  he  droj-)  bv  niv 
office,  which  he  did.  Ife  explained  that  after  much  haggling,  that  the 
wirotat)S  were  installed,  but  as  I  recall,  ^^r.  .^ullivau  said  they  did  not 
have  the  blessing  of  Diiector  Hoovei-.  Mr.  Sullivan  explained  to  me 
that  all  hut  one  .-ot  of  rh-  lo-r,  'n:,.;  !!..-iMi  dv.-tinvi'd  ami  all  t!ie  internal 
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Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  any  role  in  authorizing  other  wiretaps? 

Mv.  EiiRLicii^fAX.  From  time  to  time,  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  area,  would  you  tell  us? 

Mr.  EHRr>ICH.^rA^■.  AVell,  now  we  are  in  this  area 

Mr.  Dasft.  I  am  not  asking  for  anj'  specihc  taps.  I  am  not  asking  for 
specificity. 

jNIr.  EiiRLiciiMAX.  Xational  securit}',  genei-ally  national  security 
objectives.  I  am  under  a  stricture  whicli  really  doesn't  permit  me  to  be 
very  responsive  to  your  question. 

Mr.  Dash.  We  appreciate  that  and  should  there  come  a  time  when 
we  have  to  get  into  it  any  more  thoroughl}',  the  committee  can  lespond 
to  that.  But  I  am  not  going  into  any  specific  point. 

ifr.  EiiRLicmiAX.  I  imderstand. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  authorize  ^Ir.  Liddy's  wiretaps  in  your  role  of 
supervising  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  In  1971.  that  was  so.  In  1969,  as  counsel,  I  author- 
ized an  attempt  which  never  came  to  an>-thing.  It  was  not  actually 
accomplished.  But  beyond  that,  it  would  have  been  in  one  of  those  two 
capacities,  either  as  counsel  in  1969  or  in  my  relationship  to  this  unit 
in  1971. 

Mr.  Dash.  AVere  you  aware  of  the  electronic  suireillance  on  Joseph 
Kraft's  house? 

Mr.  Ehri^ichmax.  That  was  the  one  that  I  was  talking  about  in  1969 
that,  so  far  as  I  kiiow,  never  happened. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  who  was  involved  in  attempting  to  com- 
mit that  wiretap? 

Mr.  EnnLTCH^tAX.  Yes,  Mr.  Caulfield  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  didn't  hear  you. 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  ]Mr.  Jack  Caulfield  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  discuss  that  tap  with  the  President? 

Mr.  EtrKLicHMAX'.  I  am  sure  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  the  purpose  of  the  placing  of  that  tap 
was? 

Mr.  EIT^r,TCII^rAX■  It  was  a  national  security  purpose. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  it  come  to  yoiu-  attention  that  there  was  an  effort 
to  either  break  into  the  Brookings  Institute  or  firebomb  the  Brookings 
Institute? 

Mr.  EHRLiCH:>rAX".  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  how  it  came  to  your  attention? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  It  came  to  my  attention,  t  think,  from  John  Dean 
at  the' time  that  he  came  to  California,  as  he  has  described  in  his 
testimony. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  is  his  testimony  essentially  correct  on  that? 

Mr.  ETrRLicirMAN'.  Well,  I  can't  vouch  for  the  heansay  aspects  of  it. 
He  says  Jack  Caulfield  told  him.  tliac  somebody  ek-^e  told  him  that  I  had 
authorized  this  tiling,  and  that  is  hearsay  so  many  times  removed  that 
it  is  very  ditRcult  to  cope  witli. 

I  can  sa  V  veiy  briefly,  I  didn't  authorize  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  whoautliorizcd  it? 

Mr.  Eiir;r,icir.-vr.\x.  Xo,  I  don't. 

Ml".  Dash.  Did  you  overlook  into  who  authorized  it? 

Mr.  EniiLirHM AX".  Xo,  I  didn't. 

Mr.  Da.sii.  "What  was  he  asking  you  to  do  about  it? 
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Mr.  EnRLiCHMAX.  He  was  asking  nie  to  make  sure  that  that  didn't 
happen. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you? 

Mr.  EnRLicfiirAx.  I  believe  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Plow  ? 

Mr.  Ehkuchmax.  By  a  phone  call. 

Mr.  Dash.  To  wlioin  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  can't  recall,  I  am  sorry  to  tell  you. 

Mr.  Dash.  If  you  could,  vre  might  know  who  authorized  it. 

jNIr.  Ehrlichmax.  Out  of  fairness — I  could  give  you  a  list  of  people 
it  might  have  been,  but  it  has  been  so  long  ago,  I  can't  remember  who 
it  was,  but  it  was  whoever  he  suggested  that  I  call. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  don't  want  to  go  into  a  guessing  game.  But  ilr.  Dean 
did  say  that  it  was  his  understanding  that  it  was  Mr.  Colson  who  au- 
thorized it  and  that  is  a  name  that  lie  had  given  to  you. 

Mr.  EHRLicHJtAX.  I  can't  testify  of  my  own  recollection  on  that  and 
out  of  fairness  to  whoever  is  involved,  I  certainly  would-not  want  to 
lay  before  the  committee  a  name  here,  because  I  can't  vouch  for  it.  I 
do  remember  the  episode. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  you  cut  it  off  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  believe  that  did  it.  He  was  just,  really,  looking 
for  somebody  to  give  a  little  clout  to  his  feeling  that  it  shouldn't 
hap]:ien. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  think  you  did  indicate  that  you  were  aware  of  Tony 
Ulasewicz"  assignments,  either  for  tlie  "\~\7iite  House  or  for  some  per- 
son at  the  White  House  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax-.  I  don't  know.  My  relationship  with  him,  so  to 
speak,  ended  at  the  time  that  I  shifted  jobs,  in  early  1970.  He  was  a 
kind  of  facility  of  the  counsel's  office  and  he  sort  of  went  with  tho  job. 

ilr.  D.vsH.  N'ow,  you  did  b'^come  aware  at  this  point,  I  don't  want 
to  go  into  this  specihcally — of  the  activities  of  staff  membei-s  of  the 
special  investigations  unit,  ifr.  Hunt,  and  Mr.  Liddy,  with  regard  to 
the  office  of  ilr.  Ellsberg's  psycliiatrist  ? 

Mr.  Ehri.iciimax.  Yes.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  when  did  the  so-called  break  in  of  the  Ellsberg 
psychiatrist  take  place? 

Mr.  EHr.LTCHMAX'.  T  have  heard  two  dates,  but  it  was  around  Labor 
Day  of  1971. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  I  take  it  that  was  a  fact -gat  he  ring  project? 

Mr.  EiiRi.icH^rAX.  Tliat  was  the  fact-gatliering  project  that  I  men- 
tioned before  in  relation  to  tiie  tlieft  of  the  secrets  and  tlie  turnover  to 
the  Russians  and  the  dilemma  we  liad  of  the  Bureau  not  mo\ing  on 
this. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  when  do  you  say  that  you  learned  of  that  break  in? 

Mr.  Ehri.ichmax.  AVitliiu  a  day  or  two  lifter  my  return  from  a 
Labor  Day  trip  to  Cape  Cod. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  in  tlie  fall  of  1971,  did  you  al.'^o  learn  of  the  so- 
calletl  Sand\^•eclge  plan  wliich  had  been  pioposed  for  political  intel- 
ligence gathering  ? 

ilr.  EuRijcu^tAX.  I  don't  know  exactly  when  tliat  was.  Is  the  date 
important  to  you  ?  I  could  look  for  it. 

^fr.  Dash.  Xo.  I  am  more  interested  in  wiuit  you  knew  or  learned 
of  Mr.  Caulfield's  i-cconi:nend:itions. 
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Mr.  Lackritz.   Let  me  ask  you  this,  Mr.  Caulfield.   These 
me-Tios  ara  dated  July  20  and  July  27  ,  1971.   It  was  shortly 
after  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  by  the  tiew  York 


Tinies.   Did  any  other  individual  in  the  White  House  ever  ask 
you  to  take  action  with  respect  to  the  Brookings  Institute? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Are  you  referring  now  to  Mr.  Colson? 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I  am  asking  you  about  any  individual. 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  have  already  spoken  to  the  request  made 
to  me  by  Mr.  Colson  at  a  previous  meeting  that  we  have  had,  anc3 
if  you  want  me  to  discuss  that,  other  than  that  specific  in- 
stance, the  answer  is'  no. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Then  could  you  descrioe  Mr.  Colson 's  re- 
quest to  you?   I  take  it  it  v/as  about  this  period  of  time,  was 
it  not? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Well,  again  — 

Mr.  Lackritz.   The  summer  of  '71? 

Hr-.  Caulfield.   If  you  want  to  put  in  the  time  frame   of 
the  summer  of  '71,  I  would  say  yes. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   VThat  happened?  What  did  Mr.  Colson  ask 
you  to  do? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Mr.  Colson,  during  the  period  that  v/e 

just  indicated,  called  me  into  his  office,  which  was  a  rather 

unusual  procedure  in  and  of  itself,  because  I  did  not  v;ork  for 

Mr.  Colson;  indicated  he  had  had  discussions  with  people  he  did 

not  identify  in  the  Presidantial  party  out  in  San  Cler~.enta,  an.(^ 
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I 


stated  that  thare  was  a  high  priority  nsed  to  obtain  papers  from 
the  office  of  a  gentienan  naned  Leslie  Gelb,  who  apparer.tly 
worked  at  ths  Brookings  Institute  in  vJashington.   Ar.d  Mr,  Col- 
son  indicated  that  he  thought  that  I  could,  in  sone  fashion, 
obtair.  those  papers.   And  I  stated  to  Mr.  Colson,  how  do  you 
propose  that  I  obtain  those  papers?   And  he  made  what  I  consi- 
dered to  be  an  asinine  suggestion. 

In  substance,  the  suggestion  was  that  the  fire  regulatiorjs 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  could  be  .changed,  to  have -the  FBI 
respond  to  the  scene  of  any  fire  in  the  District,  and  that  if 
there  were  to  be  a  fire  at  the  Brookings  Institute^  that:  the 
FBI  could  respond  and  obtain  the  file "in  question  front  Mr.  Les- 
lie Gelb's  office. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  Mr.  Colson  suggest  that  you  might 
start-  that  fire7 

t-lr.  Caulfield.   It  was  implied.   That  was  the  i.tialication 
of  his  statement,  and  I  indicated  to  Mr.  Colson  I" would  like  to 
think  aboat  it,  and  hastily  left  the  office,  and"  literally  ran 
into  the  office  of  'Ar .    Dean,  and  advised  Ttim  that  if-  he  was-  not^ 
going  to  take  the  next  plane  out  to  San  Clemente,  I  was.   Be- 
cause the  stupidity  of  the  suggestion  defied  descriotion,  in 
r.y  mind,  and  I  so  advised  .'Ir.  Dean,  and  told  him  that  if  ha 
v.'asr.'t  going  out,  I  -.oj.s  goin^  tc  go  O'cz.    3.T.::    ar^crisa  :;r.  I^hrlicr, 
ma.-;,  v/ho  vas  out   " 


ninitv  of  the  s-a-cjestior. 
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Subsequently,  Mr.  Dean  did  go  out  to  California,  and  upon 
his  return  he  advised  me  to  forget  about  the  matter,  that  it 
v/as  not  going  to  be  pursued  any  further. 

."■Ir.  Lackritz.   Did  he  ask  you  to  take  any  other  course  of 
action  witri  respect  to  the  Brookings  Institute? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   He  said,  while  I  a.-n  out  there,  ask  Mr. 
Ulasewicz  to  go  over  and  check,  and  find  out  what  Brookings  In- 
stitute is  all  about,  who  is  in  the  building,  and  siM^  him  a- 
report  on  that,  which  I  did. 

Mr.  Lackritz.  What  was  the  purpose  of  vour"  askinq  '-Ir. 
Ulasewicz  to  provide  this  information? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  do  not  follow  the  question. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   VJhy  did  21r.  Dean  want  this  information 
about  who  else  was  in  the  building?  IVhat  value  was  that  to  Mr. 
Dean? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   I  think  Mr.  Dean  was  just  doing  the  same 
thing  that  I_  was  doing,  attempting  to  delay  any  activities  pn 
the  suggestion:  Vrricil  such  tima  as:  ilr- could  be  terminated. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  you  ask  Mr.  Ulasewicz  to,lin  fact,  go 
case  the  building? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   Well,  I  would  object  to  the  v/ord  case  the 
building.   He  i/ent  to  the  building,  took  note  of  who  v/as  in  tiia 
lobby  of  the  building.   I  assume  that  I  as):ed  him  to  get  a  list 
of  all  of  the  people  who  occupied  the  building,  and  he  did  that. 
And  he  came  back  and  reported  that  it  was  an  eight-story 
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building,  which  housed  all  kinds- of  major  coroorations  and  indi- 
viduals of  sicnificant  status,  and  I  reported  that  back  to  Mr. 
Dean  when   he  returned . 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Then  Mr.  Dean  told  you  to  take  no  further 
action  against  the  Brookings  Institute? 
Mr.  Caulfield.  That's  right. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Did  Mr.  Ulasewicz  writs  up  a  report  for 
you  on  the  Brookings  Institute? 
Mr.  Caulfield.   No. 

J-lr.  Lackritz.   So  this"  information  was  communicatad  orally 
Mr.  Caulfield.   Orally,  yes. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  have  any  other  questions? 
Mr.  Lenzner.   (Mods  in  the  negative.) 
Mr.  Lackritz-.   Do  vou  have  any  questions,  Emily? 
Ms.  Sheketoff.   (Nods  in  the  negative.) 

Mr.  Lackritz.   Do  you  know  if  Mr.  Colson  asked  someone 
else  to  do  a  similar  activity? 

I-Ir.  Caulfield.   I  never  discussed  it  wi-th:  ^-Ir-- Colson-,  6thfe_ 
than  at  a  wedding,  when  he  raised  the'  subject  and  thought  it 
V7as  a  pretty  funny  joke. 

Mr.  Lackritz.   I7hen  v/as  this  wedding? 

Mr.  Caulfield.   This  was  in  January  of  '72,  v/hen  Mr.  Dean 
got  r.arried. 

r-Ir.  Lenzner.   I  take  it  nobody  else  v/as  present  when  Col- 
son discussed  it  with  you  on  either  occasion? 
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A4.     Between  July  1  and  July  11,  1971  Assistant  FBI  Director  William 
Sullivan  told  Robert  Mardian,  Assistant  Attorney  General  for  Internal 
Security,  that  Sullivan  had  possession  of  the  files  and  logs  of  the 
1969-71  wiretaps,  and  that  the  taps  were  not  entered  in  the  FBI  indices. 
Mardian  has  testified  that  Sullivan  indicated  to  him  that  the  files  were 
extremely  sensitive,  that  Sullivan  was  likely  to  be  forced  out  of  the 
FBI  by  Director  Hoover  with  whom  he  had  disagreed  on  FBI  policy,  and  that 
he  desired  to  turn  over  the  logs  to  Mardian  so  that  Hoover  could  not  use 
them  against  the  White  House.   On  July  11,  1971,.  after  seeking  the  advice 
of  Attorney  General  Mitchell  about  what  to  do  about  the  logs  and  files, 
Mardian  flew  to  San  Clemente,  California  on  a  military  courier  flight  to 
report  to  the  President. 
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Dole  of  ffQ.Turialioft         -  — tv^    ^.  ^  ,      ji.-f  i  \i 


Kobort  C.  ITnrdlnn,  rosJJonce  2o::3  ZTcrlh  Cc.:ir-l  (p.^zcT.cy  Uo-zzo) 

interviewed  oa  Llay  10,  1^73. 

At  Iho  oncGt  of  llio  intorvi':'.?  r.'i*.  l.'cvziv:n  \-/az  ncvlscd  o?  liJc-  con- 
ctitutlonsL  ri^ihb.    lie  wns  BV^ciilcaily  ri'lvl:^c;l  Lhit  lio  rii;l  not  liavo  to 
inai.c  any  tiatc-iiiCTiUS  juG'i  i£  iiO  di.I  tioy  ccuiu  l-s  u^rd  n';a;jii.t  h\m  in  a 
court  Ci  lav;.    IIo  T;is  ndvic?':!  tiir;t  ho  lir.i  a  ri:"j:t  to  on  r:ttorr.e7, 
?.5r.  Mrircian  repliixi  t.'iat  lio  'c/ar.;  un  cticr^oy  r.r.d  lor-iicriy  rn  A-jSictr.nt 
Attorney  GoHGrai  o£  the  Unitcct  biatcs  and  was  av;r_vo  cl  Lis  rights. 

Mr.  Llarclirm  w^'^s  rdvicod  thzt  tljisi  Jntordcr;  triccificallj  portainod 
to  records  oi'  v.-5rrLa-o  iafarrjatjca  Pvilo^ccily  r^ircu  io  Jrlr.^  ta  cr  nboiit  July, 
iC7i,  by  Ciiaries  i:rcn:^.?ui  v.'iio  v.-zs  ihoix  an  AGsicfcnt  Director  of  tiie  i-'Ei. 

Mr.  M;irdi:!.n  r.dTiced  that  on  th?  r.drico  of  bin  ccn:ni:fil,  I  .r.  David 
Bress,  ho  cc^Ja  not  cnsv;c-r  r.ny  Quc£tio.a3  ccasGminr;  r?.t::.tc;riaL  iio  m?.? 
have  received  from  Ac;ji£ta3iL  ijirectcr  7?-roir:rji.    iio  ccid  rczlh'sr  Ui':i  ths 
3rrGSidoJ:t  ef  tiio  luiitcd  LU^tes  liad  iscuc-i  en  oreor  that  no  -:'c;xcrul  c?r:?ioys5 
v/as  to  ipiii.  aoovit  TncjtCerc  ccncornin:::  nitiinrd  Eccurity.    lis  ^aid  th^it 
aitlicugh  !:g  T;r.s  net  new  a  Fe.ier'.il  oraniGvcr,  ho  xoit  iho  Prv-.^idont's 
order  r.pyiicd  to  hi~a.    IIo  coid  that  hr;  \vv^-uc:l  to  cotv-jcrfito  ^riiii  (hn  FBI; 
t!;n.t  ho  v.-ai  sane ilicoii/ t:;::tri.:ct::-:!  by  ]:■!:;  TvLornoy,  LJr.  Drocs,  to  tcli 
any  inquirir::^  cjp:>cxn.i  Ar;cnt  x:ho  r-?.^  irtprvioT;  id:n  iro;n  Iho  FEI  Ibat 
Gctiorrd  Ai-:::'"^:'rr  Xljiiv^  Ind  the  iniorir:"L;c?a  tho  i-'BI  woiztcd  cviid  to  go 
no  further  in  his  cca^crcaiicxi  cr  intor7iov;. 

Bo  said  fxir'l'or  t;Mt  Iio  iV-Ii  cori-icl'^d  Vic'i  to  c'iricJ.osrs  dr,y  inforr.-r.tica 
"cosci^rnlr:;]:  ciny  diroot  ccnir^nnkoUcn  ho  t'-'.'d  hod  vith  Uio  rrcuidcrst  ni  iho 
Unitod  Ctiitcc  and  GU'^'^ostGd  that  the  Infcr^^^iilvrj  dcsirod  by  tl:o  J'EI  co\dd 
bo  cbtali'i'-i  from  G^.:rrai  iirii^,  <;c;Iia  ITrilohinsii,  H.  H.  Ilai::on^aa  luui  ' 
Dr.  Ecury  ili:;3injer. 

I.'r.  I.'arc;;^a  wos  advli^cd  t;::>t  fcr  ti;o  purposes  cf  Ud::  iwiiiiirj 
pcrhooo  Lo,  idr.  Moxtunn,  would  to  \-U".ir;_:  to  c;i:^i;  ti:o  isiinc:::  roid  tiio 


■'l     eonrcn;^     ofc     rot     If.    b?    o.iU  .jtj'-ej    oj<:<<io    yCuf    ';_;;nc/. 
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iiitervIeT?  ccntlnuo  \7ilho-c  En-cuic  rclcrcnccs  to  ^--^^Js  ---u  G:^-ciI'c 
circu2iGtancc3.    Mr.  Mr^rciina  c^ia  t;,.t  ho  v/cuhL  Lo  ^iUir-  to'uo  t^^-  ia 
ordci'  to  cho;.v  hio  coopcrp.Ucav.'itn  the  Fo-^ornl  r:-j:-c-u  ot  Invostlr-ttcii' 
He  eaid  ho  prciGrroa  liic  cor^imoras  v;oulabo  cu  th.o  rccoi\-»'  rrd'  ju'^t 


Ed 


Mr.  Mai'dian  was  r^.:ed  if  he  i.nsw  Mr.  Cliarlss  Brennan.    Ee  advised 
"Yes,  I  do.  "  ?.ir.  r^ardian  wai;  tisi^ca  u  he  recalled  an  iacJ.iGac  Li  July  of 
1j7X  waea  he  misht  cave  received  a  paci.ase  or  a  bag  coaL-Jnin-  iniorcatio- 
from  Mr.  I3rer.naa.   fie  replied  -irca,  "  and  thca  related  the  foiiowin'^ 
informatica:  ,  ^ 


He  caid  tliat  he  would  liJ:c  toxtart  from  the  h?^.nnlnc/  rnd  advis'-d 
that  sometime  iu  July,  1071.  Assistant  to  the  Director  of  tha  FBI 
William  C.  LuUivan  coatactod  hin  {tha  precise  locatioa  he  could  not  rc-nJU) 
and  told  aira  that  ho  (Sullivan)  '.vas  in  trci^bie  with  the  Director  of  th-^  1' £1 
Mr  .'J.  Edgar  ilcover,  and  expected  tUrd  )io  mi^i^.t  Li  fact  bo  lii-ed     II/^  c'4 
Hot^ explain  v/ny.    He  caid  t,'-t  he  had  iiiiorKatioa  that  was  -cut  of  ehnnrxe!   " 
uiat  ne  w.^icv.  to  curn  over  to  iho  r'rcr;iieat  c:  tnc-  if^'J^/v-i  r.r:^rr>r.     jr^  oi.jri' 
this  MR'j  wirclao  iafor;:iaticn  and  t^at,  la  Ills  o:3iaioa,  Mr.  Iloo^er'cciild 
not  oQ  eniruslcd  uith  this  \virctap  iniori-aticn.    Ur.  SuUivaix  coattru-d  ja 
convoreatica  cayia-  that  I.Ir.  Hoover  Lad  used  v/iretao  iniO":-atica  to' 
Waciiraail  other  Presidents  oi  the  Uiiitcd  States  and  v/as  afraid  that  he  ccnld 
blRCfonaU  i.:r.  N;::ca  with  this  interim -all on.    L!r.  ^!^iii\'a'i  veiL— t-i  h-  ~ 
reqiiesL  of  IJr.  Llardiaa  to  perscaaiiy  ccatact  the  Prosidoat  of  the  UaiiS 
SoitcG  and  pass  along  iJr.  i^uliivau's  iiuormation  r-:d  requobt. 

J.Ir.  LTardiau  said  th,-t  ho  ceitid  net  do  thJs.    Mr.  I.Tard?-.^^  s-^ld  h- 
told  T.Ir.  Sidilvm  that  he  v.-cn.ed  for  ir^s  Atcoracy  Gcaoral  of  U:e  Uaitfd" 
States,  r.'iio  obviously  v/as  his  ininiecijaio  suoerior,  and  if  '—-  i'-T-i  -„,/' 
contact  With  Uie  Prcslcient  at  ail,  it  ;v-:st  be\viLh  ^ur.  John  x.:itehii's  fuU 
Knov.led;~c  aad  that  ;ic  wculd  J^rjr.::  this  to  r.Ir.  r.nicheil's  attr^.t'^a 
Imacdiatciy.    I^Ir.  Llaraiaa  recalled  that  U?.  SuiUvaa  a-'-^^r-d  to  ^r 
diepioased  v/ith  the  fact  thai  he,  "hir.  hiardlan,  vcuid  net  -o  dircctiv  to 
the  i?residoat.    Ho^^^over,  i:e  caanot  ucv  recall  a-j  speciftc  ccainieafs 
Mr.  Sullivan  raado  in  this  rosaxd. 

Mr.  Ilardiarx  said  tliai  this  v;a:7  (he  first  u::;e  ho  !weu  cr  th--  o-'-k-^c^ 
of  "out-of-cliaanci"  ^virc^ap  iiiforniiiUci.    Ho  said  he  subsc::ueaay  icarn^  " 
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that  this  vnretap  was  ordered  by  Dr.  ilcnry  Kissln'^er  en  hrfialf  of  the 
President.    Ee  cannot  rccnll  if  ho  letimod  this  froa  the  Whito  iioui;r!  or 
from  i'lr.  Suilivan.    Ho  i-iid  this  point  is  simply  cot  clc^r  in  hiij  mind. 
!a  v.nj  event  he  is  sure  it  was  ortiercd  by  Dr.  Kissinoier  and  tho  purpose 
of  the  wiretap  was  to  doterrntne  wiio  in  tho  vVhite  liouso  was  leaidng  infor- 
inatiott  -  -  Yory  vital  infcrnatioa  --  with  regard  to  ihs  Strato^ic  Arms 
Limitaticn  TaJU-:s  (.^iLT)  thea  in.  n33otiation  with  Russia.   Er.  lilcsin^er 
had  learned  that  the  United  iilates  bargaining  position  "Svith  z'ejard  to  ^ALT 
•v.-T:S  bpiajil-rcatGaed  because  ths  unp&r  limits  as  v/eii  as  the  lower  limits 
which  the  United  States  would  a^^TxOe  upon  were  iaiOT.'n  outside  of  the  vVTiite 
Bouse.    Dr.  Kissinrjer  felt  thnt  tliis  was  a  very  sericos  breach  of  na-tioaal 
eecurity  and,  for  Uiat  reason,  suggested  to  the  President  that  the  wiretaps 
be  initiated. 

Mr.  Max'dian  said,  as  best  tit*  could  recall,  he  went  imtaediately  to 

Mr.  Mitchell  v/ith  Mr.  Sullivan's  request  and  information.    Ee  advised  he 
cajinot  recall  the  specific  conversation  other  than  the  fact  ha  simply 
relayed  I.lr.  Sullivan's  request.    He  said  Mr.  Mitchell  replied  that  he 
would  liandle  it. 


Tvlr.  Mardlan  said  at  this  point  his  memory  csi  time  and  dates  is  poor 
but  feels  that  it  was  in  a  very  short  period  of  time  after  his  conversation 
with  Mr.  Mitchell  tiiat  he  received  a  telephone  call  from  the  White  House 
in  San  Clonientc,  Calliomia.    Mr.  Mardian  said  hs  would  prefer  not  to 
say  at  this  tlnie  v/ho  cailoU  him,  but  he  received  instructions  at  that  time 
to  talie  the  V/'htte  House  shuttle,  an  xiir  Force  plane,  from  Andrews  Air 
Force  Base  and  fly  iramediately  to  tlie  White  House  at  San  Cleraente, 
California.    He  advised  iie  coraplied  witli  that  instrcctioa,  made  arrange- 
rcents,  and  immediately  icit.    Ke  said  he  believed  this  was  on. a    bunday 
and  feels  sure  that  it  v.'as  either  tlio  last  two  weciis  of  July  or  the  first  two 
weeife-S  In  August  of  1D71.    Upon  further  reflection,  ho  said  that  it  must 
have  been  during  the  last  t.vo  wcei:s  of  July  because  he  maintains  a  residence 
in  California  in  close  proiiiaiity  to  the  vVestem  white  Eousc  in  iian  Clomcate 
and  Uiat  this  house  was  rented  until  the  end  of  July.   lie  said  tl^jit  h^d  the 
liouse  not  been  rented  he  is  sure  that  he  would  h:ve  stayed  tliere  ovcmi^t, 
and  he  now  recalls  tliat  he  did  not  stay  at  his  07;n  resiaencc.    Therefore, 
ho  placed  the  time  frame  during  tho  latter  two  wee^a  of  July. 

He  said  the  following  morning  after  his  arrival  in  iJan  Clemente, 
California,  l.e  went  directly  to  the  Vvestem  v.  hite  ilousc  and  cpoic  with 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  NLson.    lie  said  he  received  at 
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Mr.  William  C.  Euliivan 

Director  Kay  10,  1973 

Onice  of  National  Narcotics  Intelligence 

Acting  Director,  FDI 

SENSITIVE  COVE?u\GE  VIACED  AT  REQUEST 
OF  THE  V;HITE  HOUSE 

I  have  been  informed  tliat  upon  interview  hj  an  Inspector  and  a  Special 
igcnt  of  tiiis  Lureau  ycii  requested  that  all  questions  concerning  tins  matter  be 
lirectcd  to  you  in  writing;  and  tiiat  you  would  tiiercafter,  to  the  best  of  your 
ibiUty,  ariswer  each  questica  presented.    The  foUov^ius  Is  la  response  to  that 
•equest: 

Background 

Ae  you  laiow,  in  early  1939  tlie  FBI  was  requested  to  initiate  sensitive 
tovcrar^e  (v.irotaps)  of  cert2.i1:  White  Konse  staff  members  and  otiiers  in  order 
o  uncover  possible  lealis  at  tho  White  House  affecting  the  national  security, 
i'hc  purnose  of  this  interrojctory  is  to  fully  resolve  details  of  that  covera^re, 
iTou  ai'e  requesica  to  respond  to  the  foiiov/Lng: 

1.  The  identity  of  the  White  House  official  or  officials  wlio  requested 
hat  the  FEI  initiate  this  sensitive  ^"iretap  coverage  and  identity  of  any  follov/- 
ip  calls  for  similar  coverage  on  others. 

2.  By  ■what  method  were  these  requests  for  wiretap  coverage  transmitted 
;o  the  FEI? 

S.    To  v/hat  FEI  officuil  (s)  were  these  requests  made? 

4.  Was  written  authoriz?.tion  received  at  the  FBI  from  then  Attorney 
jcneral  Ivlitchell,  as  vas  the  procedure  in  otiier  naticnal  security  matters  of 
.his  nahiro?    Was  a  vrittea  authorization  secured  from  the  Attorney  General 
Dn  each?   If  not,  v/iiy?   K  so,  v-'here  might  such  V7ritten  authorization  nov/  be 
located? 

5.  Were  there  records  of  these  v/irctaps  kept  by  the  FBI  at  any  time? 


'i 
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a.  If  60,  describe  sucli  records. 

b.  "Where,  when,  and  by  whom  were  such  records  kept? 

C.    Were  theEe  records  maintained  in  your  personal  and 
official  custody  v.'hiie  serving  as  Assistant  Director  and  Assistant 
to  the  Director? 

d.  If  so,  oa  whose  order  v/ere  they  so  maintained? 

e.  Who  had  access  to  these  records  while  in  your  custody? 

f.  What  became  of  the  records  in  youx  custody? 


6.    If  some  records  were  maintained  by  FBI  personnel  other  than 
yourself  describe  the  records,  identify  the  persons  having  custody,  the  period 
of  time  of  such  custody,  the  present  \Therc-about3  of  such  records,  if  knovm,  and 
if  not  loiovm,  any  information  in  your  possession  relathi^  to  their  maintenance 
and  disposition. 

1.       lUeiKiXy    tliy  WilHJiiiJ.O    Ul    mc;    OUlutna   uu.\i.l^o    ±^ci/.-li  >.c:icii.>-  y^x    t.vi.->.ii*i^   t^ii.^* 

the  FBI  responsible  for  carrying  out  the  wiretap  program.    Specify  the  duties 
and  responsibilities  of  each. 

8.    To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  name  the  individuals  on  whom 
wiretaps  were  placed. 

0.    To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  state  the  approximate  times 
during  which  each  v/iretap  was  in  operation. 

10.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  describe  the  results  achieved 
from  each  wiretap. 

11.  Identify  all  FBI  personnel  who  had  any  connection  with  the  installa- 
tion, review,  analysis,  recording  and  dissemination  of  the  results  of  tlie  v/iretap 
Information  in  question. 
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12.  To  whom  and  in  what  manner  was  such  information  disseminated? 

13.  From  whom  and  in  what  manner  were  instructions  issued  to  dis- 
continue the  wiretaps  ? 

14.  To  whom  in  the  FBI  were  these  instructions  issued?  V.Tien  did  aU 
such  activity  cease  on  wiretaps,  the  records  of  which  were  maintained  in  your 
custody? 


15.  On  October  5,  1971,  you  advised  Mr.  W.  Mark  Felt  that  you  gave 

9  I  a  brief  case  containing 

the  sensitive  material  obtained  as  a  result  of  the  above  wiretaps  v/ith  instructions 
to         9        to  give  tlie  brief  case  to  then  Assistant  Attorney  General  Robert 
Mardian.    Desc'riba  in  detail  the  contents  of  this  brief  case.    Specifically  cover 
whether  it  contained  the  auUiorisations  from  the  Attorney  General  applicable 
to  these  wiretaps.    When  was  tliis  done?  Was  it  done  before  or  after  you 
applied  for  retirement? 

16.  Who  in  the  FBI  made  the  decision  to  turn  over  internal  FBI  records 
directlv  to  Ivlr.  J\lardian?   V/hal  cuuVeisations  did  you  have  with  others  re^^rding 
this  ?    With  whom  ? 

17.  On  whose  authority  was  this  decision  made? 

18.  V/liy  was  this  material  turned  over  to  Mr.  Mardian? 

19.  What  disposition  was  made  of  this  material  and  by  whom?  Was 
the  Attorney  General  aware  of  the  disposition? 

20.  Were  any  copies  made  by  you  or  anyone  else  to  your  Imowledge  of 
this  sensitive  material  before  or  after  its  transmittal  to  Mr.  Mardian?      If  so, 
wlut  happened  to  them  ? 


21.  As  this  wiretap  project  was  on-goLng,  to  whom  in  the  White  House 
or  any  other  place  were  reports  made  concerning  results  obtained? 

22.  Kov/  were  these  reports  convoyed  (written  or  oral),  and  with  what 
frequency  were  they  made? 
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23.  Do  you  have  nny  Jnfovmation  which  v/ould  indicate  that  any  specific 
wiretap  coverage  continueci  after  authorization  was  rescinded?   If  eo,  provide 
details. 

24.  Do  you  have  any  knowled;^c,  or  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Mardian 
or  anyone  else  turned  over  any  material  in  this  matter  to  Gordon  Liddy,  Howard 
Hunt,  James  McCord,  John  Dean,  or  anyone  else  at  the  V/hito  House  or  else- 
where?     If  so,  provide  details. 

25.  There  liave  been  lealcs  of  FBI  data  concerning  this  matter  to  Time 
magasine  and  possibly  other  periodicals.    Are  you  aware  of  the  source  of  any 
Buch  leaks?   If  so,  provide  details. 

An  expedltiouo  response  Is  requested. 


-4- 
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TO  :     Mr.    V.'illlara  D.    Ruckeltiliauj  DATE:       May   11,    1973 

Acting  Director 

Investigation  Vf"!  OVCt'^V'? 

FROM      :    William  C.    Sulliyan 


Federal  Bureau  of   Investigation 


Director 

Office  of  National  Narcotics  Intelllg=nce 

SUDJECT:  SEKSITIVE  COVER/VGE  PLACED  AT  REQUEST 
OF  IKE  iraXTE  HOUSE 


Please  refer  to  your  memorandum  to  ne  cf  Kay  10,  1973.  In  ansv/ering 
your  questions  I  will  follow  the  format  of  your  memorandum  extending  from 
question  1  through  25. 

1.  In  regard  to  the  White  House,  I  think  It  would  be  most 
appropriate  if  this  question  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Haldeman. 

2.  By  both  conversations  and  writter.  communications. 

3.  The  requests  were  nade  either  directly  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover 
or  indirectly  through  myself. 

4.  Written  authorization  was  secured  from  the  AlLotucy  Geueral 
In  each  case. 

5.  Yes,  these  records  were  malntai-ad  in  my  office  at  the  FBI. 

(a)  The  records  included  logs,  sunaaries  and  correspondence. 

(b)  As  indicated,  these  records  were  maintained  in  my  office. 

(c)  Yes. 

(d)  They  were  maintained  by  me  on  the  orders  of  Mr.  J.  Edgar 
Hoover.   He  did  not  want  tzaa  in  FBI  files  and  said  so 
on  two  or  three  occasions. 

(e)  Mr.  Bernard  Wells,  then  a  S'jpcrvisor  In  the  Domestic 
Intelligence  Division,  myself,  and  any  secretary  selected 

.,>        to  handle  the  dictation  (restricted  to  two  for  the  cost 

./'■Ui"""  r-  tf^''(^)  I ''"'^^^^  records,  on  Presider.tial  and  Attorney  General  request. 


Q.(^j'^   ^•■'  ^    ■ ',  .   ,'"r'i|were  given  to  Mr.  Robert  C.  >:ardian,  then  Assistant  Attorney 
\''  .^  '  Q^    \-''-/^         I  General  of  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Departcent. 


^..  c^-     .^^ 


y 


,'^;^    -^-^'     TG?  SECRET 


1^^ 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE^    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING        -^^^ 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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o.    The  records  v/crc  ir,:^iiiir,inf.d ,  as  indicated,  in  c.y  office  and 
not  by  personnel  other  than  cyself. 

7.  Apart  frcn  t!i.e  secretaries,  persons  handling  the  wiretap  projran! 
V7(jrc       •^       \.'ao  handled  liaison,  Bernard  V,'clls_wiio  handled 
the  analysis  and  dictation,  and  myself  handling  administration. 

8.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  J:he  individuals  on  whoa  v/iretaps 
were  placed  inpludcd:       <?     ,      //        ,  f 

<         ,        ^  ,  ^         and        ^  .      There  were 

others  but  I  do  not  remember  them  at  this  time  (around  16-18). 

9.  I  do  not  remember  the  approximate  times  but  the  general  time 
period  was  from  1969  -  1971. 

10.  The  records  were  considered  to  be  very  helpful  in  some  cases 
and  in  others  they  were  of  little  or  no  value.   I  do  not  recall 
the  specific  elements  involved. 

11.  It  is  suggested  that  the  identity  of  FBI  personnel  who  were 
connected  with  the  installations  be  secured  from  the  V7ashington 
rield  Office.   I  do  not  knov:  who  nade  the  installations.   I  have 
already  set  forth  those  handling  the  materials  at  the  Seat  of 
Government. 

12.  The  material  v;as  disseminated  by  letter  over  Mr.  J.  Edgar  Koovor's 
signature  to  the  liJhite  House.   For  seme  time  the  letters  were 
addressed  to  and  sent  to  the  President  and  Dr.  ICissinger.   Later 
they  were  sent  only  to  Mr.  Haldsraan.*  A  few  summaries  were 
prepared  for  the  Attorney  General  in  memorandum  form, 

13.  As  I  recall,  instructions  to  discontinue  came  from  the  White 
House  and  were  relayed  to  Mr.  Hoover. 

14.  In  the  main,  these  instructions  were  issued  to  me.  However, 
Mr.  Hoover  did  have  some  conversations  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman, 
Mr.  Haldeman,  and  Dr.  Kissinger.  As  I  recall, the  wiretap 
activity  ceased  during  the  first  part  of  1971. 

The  contents  of  the  case  included  logs  and  letters  related 
to  the  special  v.rLretaps  project.   As  I  recall,  they  did 
include  the  authorizations  of  the  Attorney  General.   As 
previously  indicated,  on  instructions  this  material  was 
furnished  to  Mr.  Kardian  before  my  retirement. 

16.   1  turned  over  the  materials  of  this  special  project  on 

instruction  to  Mr.  Mardian.   I  had  no  cozversation  about  it. 
with  others.  It  was  my  decision. 

-  2  - 

*In  Hay  ]970  there  was  a  meeting  at  the  V.Hiite  Housa  of  the  President, 
Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Hoover.   They  decided  the  letters  would  go  to 
Mr.  Haldeman. 
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i.'iliicr.i  u. 


17.  As  previously  stated,  on  Instructioa  I  turned  over  the- naterlal, 
following  a  discussion  in  depth  with  Mr.  Mardian  relative  to 
security  and  possible  abuses  of  the  material. 

18.  As  previously  stated,  this  material  was  turned  over  to 

Mr.  Mardian  in  response  to  Presidential  and  Attorney  General 
request. 

19.  The  material  was  to  be  given  maximum  security.  Where  and 
by  whom  I  do  not  know.   I  do  not  know  whether  the  Attorney 
General  was  aware  of  the  disposition. 


1  20. 


No. 

21.  To  Dr.  Kissinger  and  later  this  was  changed  to  Mr.  Kaldeman. 

22.  They  were  written  reports,  hand-carried.   I  do  not  recall 
the  exact  frequency  but  they  were  sent  over  whenever  anything 
appeared  on  the  logs  which  were  relevant. 

23.  No. 

24.  No. 

25.  No,  I  am  not  aware  of  the  source  of  such  leaks.   However, 
judging  from  the  nature  of  this  information  and  the  precise 
details  if  correct,  it  would  seen  that  some  of  it  may  have 
come  from  Inside  the  FBI. 
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coverup  of  the  Watergate?  Mr.  Mitchell  testified  the  reason  he  did  it 
was  because  he  was  afraid  the  President  would  lower  the  boom,  others 
because  they  assumed  that  the  White  House  staff  had  approved  this  op- 
eration. What  was  your  reason,  Mr.  Mardian  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Senator,  I  do  not  know  what  you  mean  by  "coverup." 
If  you  mean  by  coverup  my  not  being  forthcoming  and  disclosing 
everything  I  knew,  I  felt  that  my  oath  as  an  attorney  prevented  me 
from  doing  that. 

Senator  Talmadge.  Now,  let  me  ask  you  another  question.  I  believe 
you  and  Mr.  Magruder  and  Mr.  Mitchell  were  all  together  on  June  19, 
as  I  recall,  and  there  was  something  said  about  $40,000.  Magruder,  I 
believe,  made  the  statement  and  asked  Sir.  Mitchell  if  he  did  not  ap- 
prove the  $250,000  budget  for  the  espionage  activities.  Did  Mr. 
Alitchell  answer  in  the  affirmative  ? . 

Mr.  ;Mardian.  Pardon  me,  did  you.say  June  19  ? 

Senator  Tal:hadge.  Or  some  time  thereabouts.  Or  any  date  you  can 
recall.  I  am  not  so  much  interested  in  the  date  as  I  am  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  conversation  and  the  response. 

Mr.  Mardian.  The  date,  I  believe,  was  subsequent  to  that;  was  prob- 
ably the  latter  part  of  that  week.  I  think  it  was  the  23d  or  24th.  I 
asked  Mr.  Magnider  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Mitchell  how  much  money 
he  had  given  to  Mr.  Liddy.  He  said  he  had  given  I\lr.  Liddy  or  au- 
thorized Mr.  Sloan  to  give  Mr.  Liddy  $40,000.  I  must  have  registered 
surprise  and  said,  "$40,000?"  And  Jilr.  Mitchell  did  much  the  same. 
And  he  turned  to  Mr.  Mitchell  and  he  said,  "Well,  that  is  not  much 
out  of  the  total  budget  of  $250,000." 

Mr.  Mitchell's  answer  was,  "But  the  campaign  has  not  even  started 

yet." 

Now,  that  is  the  best  of  my  recollection  of  that  conversation. 

Senator  Talmadge.  You  understood  that  declaration  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Mitchell  to  mean  that  he  had  approved  the  $250,000  operation, 
did  you  not — these  espionage  activities? 

]\Ir.  jMardian.  If  you  want  my — I  do  not  Icnow  that  the  thought 
crossed  my  mind,  did  IVIr.  Mitchell  authorize  the  $250,000.  Based  on 
the  conversation  I  heard,  I  would  assume  that  Mr.  Mitchell,  not  hav- 
ing denied  that  statement,  acquiesced  in  it.  His  response  was,  "I  did 
not  authorize  $250,000 ;  the  campaign  has  not  started  yet." 
"^  Senator  Talmadge.  Let  me  ask  you  something  Senator  Baker 
touched  on  briefly,  but  I  do  not  think  he  covered  it  in  detail.  Did  you 
make  a  trip  in  July  1972  by  courier  plane  to  see  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  San  Clemente,  Calif.  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  At  the  President's  request? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talm.\dge.  What  was  the  reason  for  that  trip  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Prior  to  my  making  that  trip,  Mr.  William  Sullivan, 
Associate  Director  of  the  FBI,  came  to  see  me,  told  me  he  wanted  to 
talk  to  me  about  a  very  sensitive  matter.  He  told  me  that,  and  he,  I 
guess,  had  expressed  this  to  me  for  some  period  of  time.  He  and  Mr. 
Hoover  were  not  getting  along  very  well.  He  anticipated  his  removal 
as  Associate  Director  and  at  that  time,  he  was,  in  effect,  the  operating 
head  of  the  FBI,  other  than  Mr.  Hoover.  He  told  me  that  there  were 
some  very  sensitive  national  security  surveillance  logs  that  were  not, 
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kept  m  hi,  3.fe  in  ,£  „ffi„,  itShZZ  Sgth^sZ^lZZ 

t  on  IS.  My  recollection  is  that  x\Ir.  Hoover  might  use  these  tapes  S; 

he  fe^lt  tCthe?™r^^  ^'^P^^I^^^vJi  "^  ^^^^^^  °f  the  FB?  i^ld 
T  i!  i^  \Vlute  House  should  be  aware  of  this.  I  told  him  that 

I  would  convey  this  information  to  the  Attorney  General 

ff?\rTJ'^'^'i  i^d  what  was  the  President's  dSon? 
thiu^        ^n'-  ^  ^'^r^  '^^^  *°  *h»  President  that  time.  I  merely  told 
the  Attorney  General  of  my  conversation.  ^ 

tlr^luIt^^T^  ^'^^  y°-"  ^°  °"'  *°  ^^  th«  President  himself? 
if+i^;^  It  w^s  subsequent  to  that.  I  had  not  heard  from  the 
f^T^  General  I  bad  several  inquiries  from  Mr.  Sullivan  I  said 
I  had  done  what  I  had  said  I  woidd  do.  Subsequent  to  that  tim^I 
don  t  know  the  dat^I  got  a  caU,  I  believe  it  wa^  on  a  SundafThe 
call  was  from  the  western  mite  House.  I  think  it  was  fl^  Ehriich- 
man  It  may  have  been  Mr.  Haldeman.  He  told  me  that  the  President 
would  like  to  talk  to  me  and  whether  it  would  be  convenient  for  me 
to  take  the  couner  plane-a  mail  plane  goes  back  and  forth  from 
Andrews  to  El  Ton,  Marme  Base,  I  believe  on  a  regulardaily  baS^ 
It  goes  one  day  and  comes  the  next.  I  would  be  able  to  take  the  courier 
plane  that  day  so  that  I  would  be  available  to  see  the  President  the 
following  mommg.  I  said  I  would. 

I  went  to  Andrews  and  I  took  that  courier  plane 
thfseT'^'^  Talmadge.  And  what  did  the  President  tell  you  to  do  with 

President  2^^^'  ^^^^°^  ™®-  ^  ^°^  ^^^^  *^®  conversation  with  the 

Senator  Talsiadge.  I  want  to  find  out  what  the  President  directed 
you  to  do  with  these  reports  that  Sullivan  had. 

Mr.  Mardiax.  He  directed  me  to  obtain  the  reports  from  Sullivan 
and  deliver  them  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

Senator  Talm.adge.  And  did  you  do  so  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  And  what  did  those  tapes  concern  ? 

Mr.  J\L\RDIAX.  The  tapes  concerned  electronic  surveillance  authorized 
by  the  President,  I  was  told,  at  the  request  of  the  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Council. 

Senator  Talmadge.  And  what  has  happened  to  them  ?  Are  thev  still 
m  the  White  House  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  understand  from  news  reports  that  they  are  in  the 
possession  of  the  Bureau. 

Senator  Talmadge.  The  reason  at  that  time  was  to  keep  Mr.  Hoover 
from  having  access  to  these  reports  ? 

Mr.  Makdlvx.  I  think  I  liave  related  what  I  was  told  and  you  will 
have  to  draw  your  own  conclusion  from  tliat.  Senator. 
,         Senator  Talmadge.  That  was  what  Sullivan  told  vou  and  what  tou 
I     reported  to  the  President? 
I         Mr.  Makdiax.  Yes,  sir. 
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before  he  took  the  job  that  no  one  employed  in  the  committee  at  that 
time  had  been  involved;  he  accepted  that,  and  he  didn't  want  to  hear 
any  more  about  it,  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Senator  Weickjer.  And  yet  at  that  particular  moment  in  time,  you 
were  indicating::  to  him  that  such  assurances  that  had  been  given  to 
him  just  weren't  fact? 

Mr.  iLARDiAX.  I  think  the  very  import  of  what  I  told  him  .should 
have  indicated  that  to  him ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  At  any  subsequent  time,  did  you  again  try  to 
make  contact  with  Mr.  MacGregor,  or  was  that  it? 

Mr.  ILvRDiAN.  Sir,  I  tried  on  numerous  occasions  prior  to  that  time, " 
and  I  think  that  was  the  last  attempt. 

Senator  Weicker.  That  was  the  last  attempt  you  made  to  communi- 
cate with  him  your  misgivings?     V 

Mr.  !iL\RDiAN.  By  that  time,  I  was  pretty  much  out  of  Watergate 
as  such.  This  was  around  August  20,  21.  Whenever  it  -was,  the  first 
opportunity  I  could  see  him  down  there. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Mardian,  there  are  three  areas  that  I  would 
like  to  handle  and  I  will  try  to  restrict  my  questioning  on  the  first 
ffo-around.  But  specifically,  they  do  relate  to  the  commonly  called 
Pentagon  Papers  and  to  the  Kissinger  tapes  and  to  your  handling 
of  the  Internal  Security  Division  in  these  three  areas. 

I  would  like  to  cover  some  of  the  same  ground  that  Senator  Tal- 
madge  covei-ed  to  try  to  get  a  more  complete  story  on  your  flight  to  San 
Clemente  and  your  receipt  of  what  I  refer  to,  what  has  been  referred  to 
as  the  Kissinger  tapes. 

As  I  imderstand  it.  in  late  September  of  1971,  you  were  contacted 
by  Mr.  William  Sullivan  on  the  matter  that  he  had  these  tapes  and 
he  wanted  to  hand  them  over  to  somebody;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Late  September? 

Senator  Weicker.  Of  1971. 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  think  it  was  far  earlier  than  that.  It  must  have 
been  June. 

Senator  Weicker.  June  of  1971  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  That  is  my  best  recollection — June  or  July. 

Senator  Weicker.  Was  it  due  to  the  fact  that  he  felt  he  was  on  his 
way  out  and  he  had  the^e  tapes  .and  he  wanted  to  transmit  them  to 
some  responsible  individual  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  tried  to  relate  as  best  I  can  what  he  told  me,  that  they 
were  not  in  the  ordinary  channels  of  the  Bureau,  they  were  in  his  office 
safe,  that  his  opinion  was  that  he  was  going  to  be  terminated  pretty- 
soon.  He  was  concerned  about  what  would  happen  to  them  if  they  fell 
into  the  possession  of  his  successor. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now,  at  that  time,  did  he  also  indicate  to  you 
that — what  was  he  referring  to?  Was  he  referring  to  the  logs? 

Mr.  ]NL\KDL,\N.  He  was  referring  to  logs  of  national  security 
surveillances. 

Senator  Weicker.  That  were  in  his  possession  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  he  at  that  time  indicate  also  to  you  as  to  who 
possessed  the  summaries  of  the  logs  ? 

Mr.  Makdian.  I  don't  recall  the  specific  conversation,  Senator. 
Because  of  the  number  of  them,  I  wasn't  sure  at  wIkU  time,  whether  he 
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delivered  me  the  summaries  or  the  lops,  and  as  it  now  develops,  accord- 
ing to  Mr.  Sullivan,  they  were  logs  and  summaries  and  correspondence. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  order  to — all  right. 

Upon  his  initial  communication  with  you,  did  you  then  go  to  the 
Attorney  General? 

Mr.  JM.\RDTAX.  Yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  ask  for  his  recommendations  on  this  matter? 

Mr.  Mardi.\x.  I  didn^t  ask  for  recommendations,  I  don't  think.  I 
merely  related  to  the  Attorney  General  what  ]\[r.  Sullivan  had  told  me. 

Senator  Weickee.  And  did  the  Attorney  General  give  you  a  response 
as  to  how  to  handle  Mr.  Sullivan's  offer? 

Mr.  ilAR0L\>'.  No,  sir. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Why  do  you  think  Mr.  Sullivan  came  to  you  with 
this  offer? 

^fr.  Mardl\>".  ilr.  Sullivan  was  a  friend  of  mine  and  I  think  he 
probably  had — I  am  sure  he  had  quicker  access  to  me  than  anyone  else 
in  the  Department. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  do  you  feel  it  was  because  of  his  dislike  of  the 
Director  that  he  didn't  turn  to  his  immediate  superior,  the  Director  of 
the  FBI? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Based  upon  what  he  told  me,  he  was  concerned  about 
the  motives  of  the  Director. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  what  were  those  motives  as  he  described  them 
to  you? 

Mr.  Makdiax.  ]My  best  recollection  is  that  he  thought  that  the  Direc- 
tor might  use,  as  I  have  said,  these  logs  to  maintain  his  position  as 
Director. 

Now,  I  don't  know  what  Mr.  Sullivan's  recollection  of  it  is,  but  that 
is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Weicker.  He  didn't  indicate  to  you  as  to  why  he  felt  that 
the  Director  could  use  these  logs  to  maintain  his  position? 

Mr.  iLvKDiAX.  I  have  given  it  to  you  the  best  I  can.  Senator. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right,  let's  proceed  then  with  the  subsequent 
events.  You  did  not  then  go  back  to  ^h:  Sullivan  prior  to  flying  out  to 
California  to  meet  with  the  President  to  get  any  portion  of  the  mate- 
rials that  he  held  ? 

Mr.  Mardtax.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  j-our  meeting  at  San  Clemente  you  met  with 
the  President  on  this  matter  specifically? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  what  did  j-ou  describe  to  the  President  as  the 
situation? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  believe  I  simply  told  him.  in  response  to  his  question, 
what  Mr.  Sullivan  told  me. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  tell  the  President  that  you  had  received 
no  instructions  from  the 'Attorney  General  or  was  that  discussed  in 
any  way? 

Mr.  MARorAX.  No,  sir. 

First,  I  told  the  Attorney  Gonoral.  and  the  next  thing — I  didn't  hear 
from  tlic  Attorney  General  on  it — the  next  thing  I  knew,  and  it  was 
sometime  later,  the  Attorncv  General  at  that  time,  as  I  recall,  was  at 
tl>o  Ametican  Bar  A?sociatioM  convention  in  England — in  Loiu^on. 

Senator  Weicker.  What  did  the  President  oidiM-  done  I 
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Let's  move  on  to  the — is  there  anrthlng  further?  I  don't  want  to 
leave  this;  I  don't  want  you  to  speculate.  I  don't  want  hearsay  in- 
formation, I  only  want  your  firsthand  testimony.  "What  you  are  telling 
this  committee  is  you  returned  to  IVIr.  Sullivan  and  ordered  him  to 
turn  over  those  materials  in  his  possession  relative  to  the  Kissinger 
tapes? 

Mr.  iVL\RDL\K.  I  didn't  order  him.  I  told  him  what  my  instructions 
were  and  he 

Senator  "Weicker.  On  the  authority  of  the  President,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  JLvRDiAN.  I  told  him  that  is  where  my  instructions  came  from. 
I  may  not  have.  I  don't  know.  I  may  have  said  the  Attorney  General, 
I  am  not  sure.  My  recollection  is  that  I  told  him  that  I  talked  to  the 
President,  and  that  those  were  my  instructions. 

Senator  "Weickzr.  So  that  at  that  particular  moment  in  time  he 
had  nothing  further  to  do  but  empty  out  his  drawers  and  give  you 
the  materials  therein,  is  that  right?  You  received  those  materials 
right  then? 

Air.  ilARDiAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  When  did  you  receive  them? 

Mr.  Mardl\x.  I  don't  recall ;  it  was  sometime  later. 

Senator  Weicker.  Why  the  delay,  Mr.  Mardian? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Well,  he  didn't  have  them  with  him.  My  conversation 
with  him  took  place  in  my  office. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  by  sometime  later,  in  other  words  you  are 
only  indicating  a  matter  of  hours  or  are  you  indicating  a  matter  of 
days  or  weeks? 

Mr.  jNLvrdiax.  It  may  have  been  a  day,  it  may  have  been  2  days;  I 
don't  know.  It  may  have  been  a  week.  I  am  not 

Senator  Weicker.  Obviously  this  was  a  matter  of  some  urgency  if, 
in  fact,  you  had  been  put  aboard  a  courier  plane  to  fly  out  to  Cali- 
fornia and  given  orders  personally  by  the  President.  This  is  not  some- 
thing that  is  iust  left  hanging.  It  was  obviously  a  matter  of  consid- 
erable urgency  to  the  President,  wasn't  it? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  The  urgency,  if  there  was  any,  is  the  President  wanted 
to  talk  to  me  and  if  he  was  in  San  Clemente  and  I  was  in  Washington 
and  if  a  plane  was  leaving,  I  don't  think  he  would  have  thought  any- 
thing of  having  me  get  on  a  plane  and  get  out  there. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  there  wasn't  anything  particularly  urgent 
about  picking  up  these  materials  from  Mr.  Sullivan? 

Mr.  AL\RDtAx.  I  did  not  obtain  any  expressions  of  urgency.  The  only 
urgency  was  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  think  it  rather  strange  that  he  should 
go  the  route  of  you  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  rather  than  to  have  these  ma- 
terials handed  over  to  the  Director  of  the  FBI  ? 

Mr.  ALvrdiax.  The  purpose  was  to  take  them  out  of  the  custody  of  his 
office  because  of  the  concern  he  expressed  with  respect  to  the  Director 
of  the  FBI. 

Senator  Wf.ickek.  All  right,  then,  Mr.  Mardian,  the  concern  then 
just  wasn't  A[r.  Sullivan's  concern.  It  was  also  the  concern  of  yourself 
and  the  concern  of  tlie  President;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  can't  say  that  I  was  concerned.  I  didn't  know — I 
didn't  want  to  assess  the  dispute  between  ^Ir.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  Hoover. 
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'  The  Brookings  Institute  in  an  effort  to  determine  if  tliey  had  certain 
leaked  documents.  What  prompted  Mr.  Caulfield  to  come  to  me  was 
that  he  thoufrht  the  matter  was  most  unwise  and  that  his  instructions 
from  Mr  Colson  ^yere  insane.  He  informed  me  that  ilr.  Ulasewicz  had 
cased  The  Brookings  Institute  and  tliat  Mr.  I'laseuicz  had  made  a 
friendly  contact  with  one  of  the  security  men  in  the  buildiiio-  but  the 
security  system  at  the  Brookings  building  was  extiemelv  ti-rht  and  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  break-in.  Caulfield  told  me  that  "he  had  so 
informed  Colson,  but  that  Colson  had  instructed  him  to  pursue  the 
matter  and  if  necessary  he  should  plant  a  firebomb  in  the  buildinc.  ana 
retrieve  the  documents  during  the  commotion  that  would  ensue"  Mr. 
Caulheld  said  Colson's  entire  argiiment  for  burglarizing  the  BrookiiK^a 
was  based  on  a  publication  he  had  obtained  indicating  tliat  the  Brook- 
ings was  planning  for  the  fall— 1971-a  studv  of  Vietnam  based  on 
documents  of  a  current  natui-e,  and  a  former  cohsultant  to  the  Xational 

rbecunty  Council  worked  there. 
Caulfield  convinced  me  that  Colson  was  intent  on  proceedino-  bv 
one  means  or  another,  so  I  advised  Caulfield^hat  he  should  do  notliinor 
further,  that  I  would  immediately  fly  to  California  and  tell  Ehrlich''- 
man  that  this  entire  thing  was  insane. 

I  flew  to  California  on  a  military  aircraft  courier  flight  that  was 
^T!?^.*fj^^^  Clemente.  I  sat  with  Mr.  Robert  Mardian  on  the  fli<rht 
wha  told  me  he  was  going  to  see  the  President  about  a  hi"hly1m- 
portant  matter  that  he  could  not  discuss  with  me— a  matter  which  I 
wall  refer  to  later  When  I  arrived  in  California  I  arranged  to  see 
Ehrlichman  and  told  him  that  the  burglary  of  Brookings  was  in«ane^ 
and,  to  persuade  him,  probably  impossible.  He  said  OK  and  he  called 
Air.  Colson  to  call  it  off,  and  I  called  Mr.  Caulfield  to  tell  him  it  was 
caiiea  on. 


SI 


It  was  not  until  almost  1  year  or  more  later  that  I  learned  the  reason 
for  Mardian  s  trip  to  see  the  President.  Jlr.  Mardian  later  told  me  in  a 
social  conversation,  that  he  had  gone  to  see  the  President  to  <ret  in- 
structions regarding  the  disposition  of  wiretap  logs  that  reh-Tted  to 
newsmen  and  White  House  staffers  who  were  suspected  of  leakin-. 
These  logs  had  been  m  possession  of  Mr.  William  Sullivan,  an  As- 

fl!!^"i  i^^  ^J  °!  ^^^  ^^^'  ^"^  ^^•■^'  P^"-  ^f'--  ifardian's  instructions 
from  the  President,  given  to  Ehrlichman. 

-  I  had  occasion  to  raise  a  question  about  these  logs  with  Ehrlichman 
during  the  fall  of  1972  and  he  flatly  denied  to  me  That  he  had  the  C 

vT    .  "-S  u^"  ^"".""^  ^^''^  *™^  ^  ^'"^d  be^n  ^^'Id  he  had  them  and  it  was 
about  February  22  or  23  of  this  year.  Time  magazine  notified  the 

A  \  1  "^  •  ^^  ^"i"^  ^°  P""'  ''^  ^^'"■■V  that  the  lAHiite  House  had 
undertaken  wiretaps  of  newsmen  and  TiHiite  House  staff  and  a  re- 
sponse was  being  asked  for  and  I  further  got  into  the  matter. 

Afr  Afn  1  '■^^J  Ttt  ^l^lfr''^^*'  "°**^*^'^  "^'^  "f  f'^'s  inquirv.  I  called 
Mr.  Mark  Felt  at  the  FBI  to  ask  him  first  what  the  facts"  were  and 
second,  how  such  a  story  could  leak.  Mr.  Felt  told  me  that  it  was  true, 

loot  ^  T  f.  '""n  K"^V  '''I'  ^''*'  ^""'^^  '^"^^  ^hat  he  had  no  idea  how  it 
leaked.  I  then  called  Mr.  Sullivan  and  requested  tliat  ho  drop  bv  mv 
office,  which  he  did.  He  explained  that  after  much  hn^f'lin'r  tiiat  the 
wiretaps  wore  .ustnllod.  but  as  I  recall,  Mr.  .Sullivan  s:7hl  tlPeV  did  not 
have  the^bless.ng  of  Director  Hoover.  Mr.  Sullivan  exphuned  to  mo 
that  all  but  one  set  of  the  logs  had  been  dostrovod  and  all  the  internal 
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OVIr.  Deax.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  Would  you  describe  to  the  committee  the  nature 
of  that  interview? 

Mr.  Deax.  After  I  learned  of  the  inquiry,  I  called  Mr.  Mark  Sul- 
livan or  Mr.  Mark  Felt  and  asked  him,  first  of  all,  if  in  fact  it  were 
true  because  I  had  never  had  a  confirmation  from  anyone;  I  thought 
I  ought  to  get  a  direct  confirmation.  He  told  me  "Do  you  really  want 
to  know  ?"  and  I  said  '"Yes,  I  think  I  should  know,"  and  he  told  me  that, 
"Yes,  it  had  occurred,"  and  said  that  "Bill  Sidlivan  has  all  the  facts  on 
this.  He  was  involved  in  it  and  he  knows  all  those  facts."  I  then  asked 
Felt  if  he  knew  how  it  had  leaked  and  he  said  he  didnt  have  any  idea. 
I  then  called  Sullivan  and  told  him  that,  I  asked  him  if  he  would 
come  to  my  office,  and  he  did  come  to  my  office,  and  I  said  that  I  had 
this  inquiry  from  the  press  office  regarding  this  and  I  had  some  in- 
formation that  in  fact  it  had  happened,  and  I  wondered  what  the  facts 
were,  and  Mr.  Sullivan  then  recounted  the  fact  that  he  had  been  in- 
volved in  this  and  told  me  that  he  had  at  one  point  gotten  the  most 
trusted  people  in  the  "Washington  field  office  to  undertake  the  function. 
That  subsequently  he  had,  when  Director  Hoover  was  trying  to  get 
copies  of  the  logs  that  he  had  either  before  that  time  or  contemporane- 
ously with  this  time,  he  had  told  the  Washington  field  office  people 
*to  des:troy  all  of  the  other  logs  so  it  ended  up  there  was  one  set  of  logs 
and  related  memorandums  that  were  in  the  custody  of  Sullivan,  and 
there  was  some  removal  of  these  persons'  instructions  and  I  don't  have 
all  these  details  because  Sullivan  didn't  give  them  to  me,  and  give  them 
to  Mardian,  and  Mardian  had  possession  of  them  apparently  at  the  time 
he  went  to  the  west  coast  to  get  instructions  as  to  what  he  was  to  do 
with  them. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Dean,  let  me  be  very  clear  here  so  we  try  to 
put  this  stoiy  together.  You  were  informed  earlier  in  1972  by  Mr. 
Mardian  that  he  has  in  his  possession  the  logs  of  the  Kissinger  taps, 
is  that  correct? 

i{r.  Deax.  That  is  correct.  No,  not  that  he  has  them,  that  he  had 
turned  them  over. 

Senator  Weicker.  He  had  received  them  and  he  had  turned  them 
l^lr.  Ehrlichman. 
3e-\x.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  then  in  1973  in  an  interview  with  Mr.  Sulli- 
ran,  Mr.  Sullivan  indicated  to  vou  that  the  taps  were  accomplished 
by  the  Washington  field  office  o^  tlie  FBI.  That  tliey  had  a  set  of  the 
logs  and  the  taps,  he  had  a  set  of  the  logs  and  tap.=  or  the  logs  and  the 
summaries,  I  beg  your  pardon,  the  logs  and  summaries. 

Mr.  Dean-.  Yes,  that  Sullivan  had  them  in.  No,  Sullivan  told  me  that 
he  liad  turned  them  over  to  Mardian. 

\ow  one  or  the  other,  at  the  time  that  the  Time  magazine  inquiry 
came  in  tliere  was  also  an  effort  to  detennine  how  tliis  liad  leaked  and 
that  was  very  much  a  part  of  the  conversation  I  had  with  Sullivan  as 
to  liow  tliis  could  leak,  and  I  recall  discussing  with  Sullivan  also  who 
else  knew  about  this,  and  he  told  me  tliat  he  thonglit  that  Hoover  had 
told  and  he  mentioned  tlie  name  of  tlie  person  and  I  cannot  recall  it  at 
tills  time,  and  this  person,  in  turn,  had  mentioned  tliat  he  understood 
to  Governor  Tvockcfellpi-  and  Govoinor  Kockcfpllor  in  turn  told  Dr. 
Kissingei-.  Also  in  dealing  witli  Mr.  Felt  I  had  asked  him  if  lie  had 
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any  idea  how  it  had  leaked  because  there  was  concern  as  to  what  the 
source  of  the  story  was  as  well  as  the  leak. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  Mr.  Sullivan  indicate  to  you  that  summaries 
of  the  logs  had  pone  to  several  persons  in  the  White  House  I 

Mr.  Deax.  When  I  was  dealing  with  Sul!i\an,  he  didn't  seem  to 
know  the  final  disposition  of  the  logs  and  we  didn't  discuss  whether  the 
logs  had  gone  over  to  the  White  House  at  that  time,  during  the  time 
that  they  were,  the  wiretaps  were  being  taken. 

Senator  Weickeh.  Mr.  Dean,  I  am  not  talking  about  the  final  dis- 
position of  the  logs  and  summaries  but  rather  where  the  summaries  of 
the  logs  went  at  the  time  that  they  were  being  done. 

Mr.  Deax.  No,  sir.  Sullivan  did  not  tell  me  wlscre  tliey  liad  gone,  to 
the  best — I  have  no  recollection  of  that  and  I  think  I  would  have 
remembered  it. 

Senator  Weickek.  I  mean  be  very  careful  on  tliis  point.  He  indicated 
to  you,  Xo.  1,  according  to  the  testimony  that  you  set  down  to  the  best 
of  your  recollection  that  Mr.  Hoover  disapproved  of  these  particular 
set  of  taps,  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Deax.  That  is  the  impression  I  had.  I  had  been  told  sometime 
before  after  Mr.  Mardian  left  tlie  Department  of  Justice  and  went 
to  the  reelection  committee  tliat  something  had  to  be  done  for  Bill 
Sullivan.  Xow  he  always  worked  on  the  assumption  that  I  knew  that 
Sullivan  had  done  some  very  important  thing  for  the  AMiite  House. 
I  was  never  clear  on  exactly  what  it  was  that  Mr.  Sullivan  had  done 
that  the  Wliite  House  owed  him  some  favor  for.  But  I  can  recall  on 
repeated  occasions  this  coming  up  and  also  it  came  up  with  res[)ect  to 
a  man  by  the  name  of  ilr.  Brennan  and  who  was  with  the  FBI.  I  was 
somewhat  on  the  periphery  of  this  and  was  never  quite  clear  and  the 
best  I  can  do  now  I  am  just  trying  to  put  together  the  tidbits  of  knowl- 
edge that  I  did  have. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  you  interviewed  ^Ir.  Sullivan  yourself  as  to 
his  involvement  in  the  Kissinger  tap  situation  ? 

Mr.  De.\n.  Yes,  I  did. 
^.^ftflator  Weicker.  And  I  just  want  to  make  sure  what  it  is  that 

Mr.  Deax.  I  think  if  you  were  to  talk  to  Mr.  Sullivan  he  would  call 
I  was  most  interested  in  how  it  had  leaked  because  Mr.  Felt  had  told 
me  in  fact  it  had  happened.  I  was.  of  course,  aware  of  the  taps  occur- 
ring because  of  the  information  that  Mardian  had  given  me  and  I  do 
not  recall  exactly  when  ]Mardian  had  told  me  this  but  I  was  merely 
collectinrr  a  whole  series  of  tidbids  of  information  as  much  information 
at  the  "Wliite  House  that  did  come  to  me  was  through  tidbits.  'Sly  im- 
mediate focus  at  the  time  I  was  dealing  with  Sullivan  was  how  in  the 
world  we  were  going  to  deal  with  the  story  that  was  in  Time  magazine 
and  after  I  collected  the  information  I  was  able  to  collect  as  to  who 
did  know  I  called  Ehrlichman  and  told  him  the  facts  and  ho  said 
"Deny  it." 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  he  tell  you  who  prepared  the  summaries  of 
the  logs? 

Mr.  Deax.  Xo,  sir :  he  did  not. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Chairman.  T  think  one  point  that  T  would  like 
to  make  clear  here  is  that  I  have  had  a  rather  lengthy  discussion  with 
Mr.  Sullivan  on  the  subject  matter  which  is  being  discussed  here  now.  I 
know  that  it  would  not  be  fair  for  me  to  state  what  tlie  substance  of 
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I  believe  he  used  the  word  "in-channel"— I  don't  know  that  he  did, 
but  they  were  not  kept  in  the  ordinary-  course  of  business.  They  were 
kept  in  his  safe  Ln  his  office.  He  felt  that  the  highly  sensitive  nature 
of  those  tapes  was  such  that  they  should  not  be  kept  there,  especially 
if  he  were  to  be  removed  from  office. 

He  was  concerned  about  what  might  be  done  with  these  tapes,  and 
I  am  not  positive  of  this.  I  don't  know  what  Mr.  Sullivan's  recollec- 
tion is.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Hoover  might  use  these  tapes  for 
the  purpose  of  presei-ving  his  position  as  Director  of  the  FBI.  And 
he  felt  that  the  "WTiite  House  Should  be  aware  of  this.  I  told  him  that 
I  would  convey  this  information  to  the  Attorney  General. 

Senator  Taljiadge.  And  what  was  the  President's  direction? 

'Six.  iL\RDiAN.  I  didn't  talk  to  the  President  that  time.  I  merely  told 
the  Attorney  General  of  my  conversation. 

Senator  Taljiadge.  Didn't  you  go  out  to  see  the  President  himself? 

Mr.  Mardian.  It  was  subsequent  to  that.  I  had  not  heard  from  the 
Attorney  General.  I  had  several  inquiries  from  Mr.  Sullivan.  I  said 
I  had  done  what  I  had  said  I  would  do.  Subsequent  to  that  time — I 
don't  know  the  date — I  got  a  call,  I  believe  it  was  on  a  Sunday.  The 
call  was  from  the  western  White  House.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Ehrlich- 
man.  It  may  have  been  Mr.  Haldeman.  He  told  me  that  the  President 
would  like  to  talk  to  me  and  whether  it  would  be  convenient  for  me 
to  take  the  courier  plane — a  mail  plane  goes  back  and  forth  from 
Andrews  to  El  Toro  Marine  Base,  I  believe  on  a  regular  daily  basis — 
it  goes  one  day  and  comes  the  next.  I  would  be  able  to  take  the  courier 
plane  that  day  so  that  I  would  be  available  to  see  the  President  the 
following  morning.  I  said  I  would. 

r^I  went  to  Andrews  and  I  took  that  courier  plane. 
Senator  Talmadge.  And  what  did  the  President  tell  you  to  do  with 
these? 
Mr.  Mardiax.  Pardon  me.  Do  you  want  the  conversation  with  the 
President? 

Senator  Talmadge.  I  want  to  find  out  what  the  President  directed 
you  to  do  with  these  reports  that  Sullivan  had. 

Mr.  Mardl\x.  He  directed  me  to  obtain  the  reports  from  Sullivan 
and  deliver  them  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

L  Senator  Talmadge.  And  did  you  do  so  ? 
Mr.  JIardlvx.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Talmadge.  And  what  did  those  tapes  concern  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  The  tapes  concerned  electronic  surveillance  authorized 
by  the  President,  I  was  told,  at  the  request  of  the  Director  of  the  Na- 
tional Security  Council. 

Senator  Talmadge.  And  what  has  happened  to  them  ?  Are  they  still 
in  the  "White  House? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  understand  from  news  reports  that  they  are  in  the 
possession  of  the  Bureau. 

Senator  Talmadge.  The  reason  at  that  time  was  to  keep  Mr.  Hoover 
from  having  access  to  these  reports  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  think  I  have  related  what  I  was  told  and  you  will 
have  to  draw  voui-  own  conclusion  from  that.  Senator. 

Senator  T.vLjrADGE.  That  was  what  Sullivan  told  you  and  what  you 
reported  to  the  President? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes,  sir. 
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delivered  me  the  summaries  or  the  logs,  and  as  it  now  develops,  acoord- 
inp  to  Mr.  Sullivan,  they  were  lof^s  and  summaries  and  correspondence. 

Senator  ^VEicivF.n.  In  order  to — all  rif^ht. 

Upon  his  initial  communication  with  you,  did  you  then  go  to  the 
Attorney  General? 

Mr.  M.\Rr)iAX.  Yes. 

Senator  Wkickkh.  And  ask  for  his  recommendations  on  this  matter? 

Mr.  Mardtan.  I  didn^t  ask  for  recommendations,  I  don't  think.  I 
merely  related  to  the  Attorney  General  what  Mr.  Sullivan  had  told  me. 

Senator  "Weicker.  And  did  the  Attorney  General  give  you  a  response 
as  to  how  to  handle  Mr.  Sullivan's  offer  ? 

Mr.  iL\RDiAX.  No,  sir. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Why  do  you  think  Mr.  Sullivan  came  to  you  with 
this  offer? 

Mr.  ^rARDTAX.  Mr.  Sullivan  was  a  friend  of  mine  and  I  think  he 
prohably  had — I  am  sure  he  had  quicker  access  to  me  than  anyone  else 
in  the  Department. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  do  you  feel  it  was  because  of  his  dislike  of  the 
Director  that  he  didn't  turn  to  his  immediate  superior,  the  Director  of 
the  FBI? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Based  upon  what  he  told  me,  he  was  concerned  about 
the  motives  of  the  Director. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  what  were  those  motives  as  he  described  them 
to  you? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  My  best  recollection  is  that  he  thought  that  the  Direc- 
tor might  use,  as  I  have  said,  these  logs  to  maintain  his  position  as 
Director. 

Now,  I  don't  know  what  Mr.  Sullivan's  recollection  of  it  is,  but  that 
is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Weicker.  He  didn't  indicate  to  you  as  to  why  he  felt  that 
the  Director  could  use  these  logs  to  maintain  his  position? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  have  given  it  to  you  the  best  I  can,  Senator. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right,  let's  proceed  then  with  the  subsequent 
events.  You  did  not  then  go  back  to  Mr.  Sullivan  prior  to  flying  out  to 
California  to  meet  with  the  President  to  get  any  portion  of  the  mate- 
rials that  he  held  ? 
g       Mr.  Mardiax.  No,  sir. 

I        Senator  Weicker.  In  your  meeting  at  San  Clemente  you  met  with 
I    the  President  on  this  matter  specifically? 
I        Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  what  did  you  describe  to  the  President  as  the 
situation  ? 

]Mr.  Mardiax.  I  believe  I  simply  told  him,  in  response  to  his  question, 
what  Mr.  Sullivan  told  me. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  tell  the  President  that  you  had  received 
no  instructions  from  the  Attorney  General  or  was  that  discussed  in 
any  way  ? 

Mr.  ilARDiAX.  No,  sir. 

First,  I  told  the  Attorney  Genoral.  and  the  next  thing — I  didn't  hear 
from  the  Attorney  General  on  it — the  next  thing  I  knew,  and  it  was 
sometime  later,  the  Attorney  General  at  that  time,  as  I  recall,  was  at 
the  American  Bar  A?soci:ition  convention  in  England — in  London. 

Senator  Weicker.  AMiat  did  the  President  order  done  ? 
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Mr.  Mardiax.  He  instructed  me  to  obtain  the  materials  from  Mr. 
Sullivan — -deliver  them  to  Mr.  Ehrlichinan. 

Senator  Wkicker.  Did  you  know  at  that  time,  at  the  time  of  those 
instructions,  that  the  material  to  be  handed  over  to  you  by  ^Ir.  Sullivan 
included  more  than  just  the  material  held  by  Mr.  Sullivan? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  don't  quite  follow  that. 

Senator  "VVeicker.  Let  me  be  very  specific  I  thinlc  both  you  and  I 
know  exactly  what  we  are  talkinjr  about. 

Mr.  Mardian.  You  have  the  advantage ;  I  don't. 

Senator  AYkickxr.  Were  the  materials  to  be  collected  by  Mr.  Sullivan 
or  some  of  the  materials  to  be  collected  in  the  hands  of  ilr.  Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Mardtax.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  the  hands  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

Mr.  iLvRDiAx.  No,  sir. 

Senator  TTeicker.  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  for  example, 
had  none  of  the  summaries  and  none  of  the  correspondence  based  on 
the.se  tapes? 

Mr.  ilARDiAX.  The — we  are  getting  into  areas  of  procedure  at  the 
Department  of  Justice  but  I  presume 

Senator  Weicker.  No.  Let  me  be  very  specific,  Mr.  Mardian.  Was 
not  the  object  of  turning  this  task  over  to  Mr.  Sullivan  to  assure  that 
all  materials  connected  with  these  tapes  collected  by  one  man,  Mr. 
Sullivan,  to  be  turned  over  to  you  to  be  turned  over  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  ? 

Mr.  iMardiax.  No,  sir.  I  was  ^iven  the  obligatioi\  of  checking  with 
Dr.  Kissinger  and  with  Mr.  Haldeman  to  insure  that  they  had  copies 
of  their  summaries,  but  they  were  never  collected  or  delivered  to  me. 

Senator  Weicker.  Were  they  collected  by  Mr.  Sullivan  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  No,  sir. 

Senator  W^eicker.  So  the  only  thino;,  the  only  task,  that  was  as- 
signed to  Mr.  Sullivan  was  to  hand  over  to  you  what  he  personally 
had ;  nothing  else  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  indicated  there  was  correspondence  based  on 
these  loo^s.  Did  Mr.  Sullivan  write  himself? 

"■Mr.  Mardiax.  No;  I  don't  recall  any  correspondence,  and  I  didn't 
know  there  was  correspondence  in  these  two  parcels. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Mardian,  I  think  if  we  go  over  the  testimony 
that  you  have  given  to  me  here  this  morning,  you  indicated  there  were 
logs,  there  were  summaries,  and  possibly  correspondence  based  on 
those  lo<j;s. 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Mr.  Sullivan  told  me  that  there  were  logs,  summaries, 
and  correspondence. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  his  files? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  In  his  possession,  yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  that  nothing  turned  over  to  you  came  from 
any  other  source  except  from  his  own  personal  files? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Bureau  files. 

Senator  Weicker.  Bureau  files?  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes;  if  you  would  tell  me  what  j'ou  are  driving  at 
Senator,  maybe  I  could  help  you. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  wish  I  had  Mr.  Sidlivan  here  and  I  am  sure 
the  committee  will  have  Mr.  Sullivan  here  so  he  could  in  a  firsthand 
way,  and  I  think  we  will  leave  it  in  that  fashion  to  describe  what  his 
ord  ere  were. 
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Let's  move  on  to  the — is  there  an\thing  fiirther?  I  don't  want  to 
leave  this;  I  don't  want  you  to  speculate.  I  don't  want  hearsay  in- 
formation, I  only  want  your  firsthand  testimony.  "WTiat  you  are  telling 
this  committee  is  you  returned  to  JMr.  Sullivan  and  ordered  him  to 
turn  over  those  materials  in  his  possession  relative  to  the  Easslnger 
tapes  ? 

Mr.  jVIardian.  I  didn't  order  him.  I  told  him  what  my  instructions 
►were  and  he 

Senator  "Weicblzr.  On  the  authority  of  the  President,  is  that  correct  ? 

'Miv.  iLvRDiAN.  I  told  him  that  is  where  my  instnictions  came  from. 
I  may  not  have.  I  don't  know.  I  may  have  said  the  Attorney  General, 
I  am  not  sure.  My  recollection  is  that  I  told  him  that  I  talked  to  the 
President,  and  that  those  were  my  instructions. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  that  at  that  particular  moment  in  time  he 
had  nothing  further  to  do  but  empty  out  his  drawers  and  give  you 
the  materials  therein,  is  that  right?  You  received  those  materials 
right  then? 

Mr.  jMardian.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weickxr.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicbler.  When  did  you  receive  them? 

Mr.  Mardlvx.  I  don't  recall ;  it  was  sometime  later. 

Senator  Weicker.  Why  the  delay,  Mr.  Mardian? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Well,  he  didn't  have  them  with  him.  My  conversation 
with  him  took  place  in  my  office. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  by  sometime  later,  in  other  words  you  are 
only  indicating  a  matter  of  hours  or  are  you  indicating  a  matter  of 
days  or  weeks? 

Mr.  Mardian.  It  may  have  been  a  day.  it  may  hare  been  2  days;  I 
don't  know.  It  may  have  been  a  week.  I  am  not 

Senator  Weicker.  Obviously  this  was  a  matter  of  some  urgency  if, 
in  fact,  you  had  been  put  aboard  a  courier  plane  to  fly  out  to  Cali- 
fornia and  given  orders  personally  by  the  President.  This  is  not  some- 
thing that  is  iuSt  left  hanging.  It  was  obviously  a  matter  of  consid- 
erable urgency  to  the  President,  wasn't  it? 

Mr.  Mardian.  The  urgency,  if  there  was  any,  is  the  President  wanted 
to  talk  to  me  and  if  he  was  in  San  Clemente  and  I  was  in  Washington 
and  if  a  plane  was  leaving,  I  don't  think  he  would  have  thought  any- 
thing of  having  me  get  on  a  plane  and  get  out  there. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  there  wasn't  anj-thing  particularly  urgent 
about  picking  up  these  materials  from  Mr.  Sullivan? 

Mr.  M\RDiAX.  I  did  not  obtain  any  expressions  of  urgency.  The  ordy 
urgency  was  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  think  it.  rather  strange  that  he  should 
go  the  route  of  you  to  ^[r.  Elirlichman  rather  than  to  have  these  ma- 
terials handed  over  to  the  Director  of  the  FBI  ? 

Mr.  MvRDiAN.  The  purpose  was  to  take  them  out  of  the  custody  of  his 
office  because  of  the  concern  he  expressed  with  respect  to  the  Director 
of  the  FBI. 

Senator  Wkickek.  All  riglit,  then,  Mr.  Mardian,  the  concern  tlien 
just  wasn't  Mr.  Sullivan's  concern.  It  was  also  the  concern  of  youi^self 
and  the  concern  of  the  President;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  ^[ardian.  I  can't  s;iy  that  I  was  concerned.  I  didn't  know — I 
didn't  want  to  assess  the  dispute  between  ilr.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  Hoover. 
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Senator  Weicker.  But  the  dispute  was  assessed  by  the  President 
when,  in  fact,  the  order  was  to  turn  the  tapes  over  to  you  and  then  to 
give  them  to  ]\[r.  Ehrlichman,  was  it  not? 

ilr.  ilARDiAX.  I  believe  Mr.  Sullivan  made  an  assessment  and  I 
would  say  the  President  made  a  judgment. 

Senator  Weickee.  ^lade  a  judgment  based  on  ilr.  Sullivan's  assess- 
ment? 

Mr.  Mardtan.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weickeji-  Can  you  try  to  recollect  again  as  to  the  period  of 
time  that  elapsed  between  your  request  of  ^Ir.  Sullivan  and  when  yoii 
received  the  materials  from  him  as  ordered  by  the  President? 

"^fr  ilAEDTAN.  I  Can't,  Senator. 
I       Senator  "Weicker.  You  made  some  reference  to  the  fact  that  you 
I  contacted  certain,  individuals  to  try  to  get  materials  relative  to  the  same 
■  set  of  tapes  or  am  I  unclear  on  that  ? 

Mr.  ^L\RDiAX.  There  was  an  index  of  summaries,  in  other  words,  a 
list  of  all  of  the  summaries  that  had  been  sent  to  Dr.  Kissinger  and 
the  President. 

Senator  "Weicker.  They  are  the  only  ones  that  received  summaries. 

IMr.  ]SL\RDiAX.  I  am  not  sure.  "When  I  was  questioned  about  this  I 
think  the  Attorney  General  received  some  of  them  but  not  all  of  them. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Eight,  right. 

Mr.  jNIardiax.  The  President  wanted  to  make  sure  that  each  of  these 
people  had  in  their  possession  the  summaries  that  had  been  sent  to  them 
by  tho  FBI. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Did  you  have  any — do  you  have  any  recollection 
of  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  recei\-ing  summaries? 

Mr.  MardIxVX.  Not  ]Mr.  Ehrlichman.  Mr.  Haldeman  held  them  for 
the  President.  And  he  requested — I  gave — I  believe  I  gave  Mr.  Halde- 
man a  list  of  the  dociunents  which  he  was  to — supposed  to  have  re- 
ceived for  him  to  check  against  what  he  had  in  his  possession.  I  believe 
I  went  to  see — I  know  I  went  to  see  Dr.  Kissinger,  and  General  Haig 
was  present,  and  they  checked  their  files  at  that  time. 

Senator  "U'eicker.  So  this  was  not  really  a  minor  matter.  This  was  a 
roundup  of  trying  to  pull  together  all  aspects  of  what  we  call  the 
Kissinger  tapes. 

"Would  that  not  be  a  fair 

ISlv.  iNlARDiAX.  It  wasn't  a  roundup  of  Dr.  Kissinger's  tapes  as  I  recall 
but  to  find  out  if  he  had  all  of  his  summaries :  that  is  all.  I  didn'c  collect 
anything.  I  simply  gave  Dr.  Kissinger  or  General  Haig  a  copy  of  the 
summaries,  a  list  of  the  summaries  that — by  dates — that  they  were  to 
have  been  received,  and  I  believe  General  Haig.  while  Dr.  Kissinger 
and  I  were  in  his  office,  went  out  to  check  to  see  if  they  had  intact 
everything  that  they  were  supposed  to  have.  And  that  was  the  end  of 
my  discussion  with  them. 

Senator  "Weicker.  "WHien  was  it  then  that  the  matter  was  closed  out 
as  hetweon  yoxii-self  and  Mr.  Sullivan ? 

]Mr.  >L\ia)i.\x.  "\^^1PU  he  delivered  them;  when  he  delivered  what  he 
had  to  my  office. 

Senator  Wkickf.r.  And  then  you  delivered  that  to  ^Ir.  Ehrlichman? 

Mr.  ilARDiAX.  Yes,  sir. 

Spnutor"\A>.iriCF.i;.  .Vll  right. 

Now.  if  we  can  move  just  for  a  minute  over  to  the  Pentagon  Papers. 
I  wondor  if  vou  micfht  not  consider  vorv  carefullv  a  statement  vou 
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Mr.  EiiRLiciniAN-.  Tlie  strateiric  iinns  limitations  neo-otiations 
were  underway  in  the  summer  of  1971  and  a  newspaper  obtained  the 
U.b.  negotiatmcr  position,  in  effect,  the  secret  script  for  the  US 
negotiators  in  tliat  negotiation.  That  came  close  on  the  heels  of  the 
rentapn  Tapers  episode  and  was  a  major  cause  of  concern  for  the 
rresident  and  for  those  dealing  in  this  area  of  foreign  policy  This 
iTak'     ^"'*'  "^^^  ^^^^^^  ^"^  ^^^  '^  ^^^^  ^^"^"^  determine  the  source  of  that 

.  Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  actions  the  special  unit  took  in  seek- 
ing to  carr>-  out  that  responsibility  ? 

.J^^""'  ^HRLiCHJiAX.  In  general  terms,  I  do.  I  know  that  they  worked 
through  the  security  people  at  the  State  Department  and  the  Defense 
department.  They  narrowed  down  the  probable  source  of  that  leak, 
that  '^  ^  ^^^^  ^^'^^  personnel  actions  taken  as  a  result  of 

Mr.  p.\SH.  Did  you  become  aware  of  any  wiretapping  that  took 
place  at  the  request  of  the  President  and  approved  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  regard  to  that?  r-i-  j  j 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  In  regard  to  the  SALT  leak  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  EHKLICHilAN.  No. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  become  aware  of  any  wiretapping  that  was 
authorized  by  the  President  and  also  the  Attorney  General  with 
regard  to  any  particular  leaks  involving  national  security  at  this 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  The  answer  to  your  question,  Mr.  Dash,  is  "Yes" 
It  was  in  relation  to  an  investigation  in  1971.  Beyond  that  I  cannot 

Mr.  Dash.  You  say  it  did  not  relate  to  the  SALT  leaks « 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  so-called  Kissinger 
taps  5  =0 

Mr  Ehrlichmax.  Yes.  I  knew— I  did  not  k-now  at  the  time  the 
details  of  those  taps;  that  is,  who  was  being  tapped,  the  purpose,  the 
e.xtent,  and  so  on.  I  knew  generally  that  such  a  thing  was  going  on. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  know  wlio  had  approved  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge;  no. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  how  did  you  know?  You  said  you  knew  generally. 
How  did  it  come  to  your  attention  ? 

Mr  Ehrlichmax.  I  think  Mr.  Haldeman  told  me  obliquely  and  not 
directly  and  not  with  any  degree  of  specific  fact  that  such  a  thino-  was 
going  on. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  when  you  had  more  specific  facts? 

Mr.  EiiRLicinrAX.  Well,  obviously,  in  the  last  few  months,  I  have 
learned  a  great  deal  more  about  tlmt  whole  episode  than  I  knew  pre- 
viously. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  ever  leceive  the  logs  of  those  taps? 

Mr.  EiiRMcinrAX.  Yes.  T  evidently  did  without  scrutinizing  them, 
but  I  did  !-eceive  them. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  Jiow  yon  received  them  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax!!  Yes.  I  received  tlicm  from  Mr.  Mardian  at  the 
Justice  Department. 
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Mr.  Dash.  And  why  did  you  receive  them  ? 

Mr  Ehki.iciiman.  Well,  pardon  me.  I  did  not  make  that  clear.  >rr. 
Mardian  was  at  the  Justice  Department.  I  did  not  receive  them  at  the 
Justice  Department.  I  received  them  at  the  White  House. 

^Ir.  Dash.  AVhy  did  ^^r.  Mardian  give  them  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  He  gave  them  to  me  because  he  felt  that  thej' 
should  be  in  the  custody  of  the  White  House  and  proposed  that  they 
be  moved  out  of  the  Justice  Department  because  he  could  not  assure 
their  safekeeping  there. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  know  that  actually  he  was  giving  them  to 
you  at  the  direction  of  the  President  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  did  not  know  that  until  I  heard  him  testify  to 
that  here.  In  point  of  fact,  I  referred  the  question  to  the  Piesident, 
perhaps  unnecessarily,  after  Mr.  Mardian  originally  talked  to  me 
about  it.  The  Pi'esident  asked  me  then  to  take  custody  of  them,  which 
I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  time,  did  you  look  at  them  or  did  you  know  what 
they  contained? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  looked  at  them  very,  very  quickly.  He  told  me 
what  they  purported,  what  he  said  they  were,  which  was  the  logs  and 
correspondence  and  synopses  of  a  national  security  investigation  in 
1969.  Well,  then,  I  related  that  to  what  Mr.  Haldeman  had  described 
to  me,  and  I 

Mr.  Dash.  And  these  were  the  logs  and  taps  that  were  put  on  certain 
newspaper  persons  and  certain  staff  members  of  Mr.  Kissinger? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  That  is  what  T  understand. 

Mr.  Dash.  WTiere  did  you  lodge  these  logs? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  lodged  those  in  a  two-drawer  combination  filing 
cabinet  in  one  of  the  rooms  of  my  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  j'ou  know  what  time  this  was  when  you  did  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax'.  It  would  have  been  in  the  fall  of  1971. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  how  long  did  they  stay  there? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  They  stayed  there  until  the  day  I  resigned,  which 
would  have  been  the  30th  of  April  of  this  year. 
■    Mr.  Dash.  On  that  date,  did  something  happen  to  them  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax*.  Yes,  sir,  those  papers  and  all  the  papers  in  my 
office  were  then  turned  over  to  the  President  as  Presidential  papers. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  were  beginning  to  tell  us  about  some  of  the  other 
assignments  that  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  had.  Would  you  go 
on  and  tell  us  about  those  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  There  is  only  one  other  that  is  in  the  publ  ic  domain 
that  I  know  of,  and  that  is  an  investigation  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  leak  of  a  CIA  document  relating  to  relations  between  India  and 
Russia. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  did  you,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  aTithorize  the  taps  we 
just  discussed  or  have  any  part  in  authorizing  them,  or  any  other 
wiretaps? 

Mr.  Ehrltch^iax-.  Would  you  break  the  question  down  for  me.  Mr. 
Dash?  It  is  very  compoiuid. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  the  fii-st  question  is.  Did  you  have  any  jiart  or  role  in 
authorizing  the  taps  wc  just  talked  about,  of  which  you  ended  up  being 
the  custodian  of  the  loss  ? 

^[r.  Ehrlichmax.  No. 
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Robert  C.  Mardian,  residence  2323  North  Central  (Regency  House) 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  home  phone  263-3959,  business  phone  264-5981,  was 
interviewed  on  May  10,  1973. 

At  the.  onset  of  the  interview  Mr.  Mardian  was  advised  of  his  con- 
stitutional rights.   He  t.ras  specifically  advised  that  he  did  not  have  to 
make  any  statements  and  if  he  did  they  could  be  used  against  hin  in  a 
court  of  law.   He  was  advised  that  he  had  a  right  to  an  attorney. 
Mr.  Mardian  replied  that  he  was  an  attorney  and  formerly  an  Assistant 
Attomay  General  of  the  United  States  and  was  aware  of  his  rights. 

Mr.  Mardian  was  advised  that  this  interview  specifically  pertained 
to  records  of  wiretap  information  allegedly  given  to  him  on  or  about  July, 
1971,  by  Charles  Brennan    who  was  then  an  Assistant  Director  of  the  FBI. 

Mr.  Mardian  advised  that  on  the  advice  of  his  counsel,  Mr.  David 
Bress,  he  could  not  answer  any  questions  concerning  material  he  may 
have  received  from  Assistant  Director  Brenran.  He  said  further  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  had  issued  an  order  that  no  Federal  employee 
was  to  talk  about  matters  concerning  national  security.   He  said  that 
although  ha  was  not  now  a  Federal  employee,  he  felt  the  President's 
order  applied  to  him.   He  said  that  he  wanted  to  cooperate  with  the  FBI; 
that  he  was  specifically  instructed  by  his  attorney,  Mr.  Bress,  to  tell 
any  inquiring  Special  Agent  who  may  interview  him  from  the  FBI  that 
General  Alexander  Haig  had  the  information  the  FBI  wanted  and  to  go 
no  further  in  his  conversation  or  interview. 

He  said  further  that  he  felt  compelled  not  to  disclose  any  information 
concerning  any  direct  communication  he  had  had  with  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  suggested  that  the  information  desired  by  the  FBI  could 
be  obtained  from  General  Haig,  John  Ehrlichman,  H.  R.  Haldaman  and 
Dr.  Henry  Kissinger. 

Mr.  Mardian  was  advised  that  for  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry 
perhaps  he,  Mr.  Mardian,  would  be  ^Tilling  to  skirt  the  issues  and  the 
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that  this  wiretap  x/as  ordered  by  Dr.  Hanry  Kissing.er  oq  behalf  of  the 
President.   He  cannot  recall  if  he  learned  this  fron  the  White  House  or 
from  Mr.  Sullivan.   He  said  this  point  is  simply  not  clear  in  his  mind. 
In  any  event  he  is  sure  it  was  ordered  by  Dr.  Kissinger  and  the  purpose 
of  the  wiretap  was  to  determine  who  in  the  t'/hite  House  was  leaking  infor- 
matioa  —  very  vital  information  —  with  regard  to  the  Strategic  Arms     - 
Limitation  Talks  CS-ALT)  then  in  negotiation  with  Russia.   Dr.  Kissinger 
had  learned  that  the  United  States  bargaining  position  with  regard  to  S.AI.X 
was  being  threatened  because  the  upper  limits  as  well  as  the  lower  limits 
which  the  United  States  would  agree  upon  were  known  outside  of  the  l-fhite 
House.   Dr.  Kissinger  felt  that  this  was  a  very  serious  breach  of  national 
security  and,  for  that  reason,  suggested  to  the  President  that  the  xrtretaps 
be  initiated. 

Mr.  Mardian  said,  as  best  he  could  recall,  he  went  immediately  to 
Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Sullivan's  request  and  information.   He  advised  he 
cannot  recall  the  specific  conversation  other  than  the  fact  he  simply 
relayed  Mr.  Sullivan's  request.  He  said  Mr.  Mitchell  replied  that  he 
would  handle  it. 


Mr.  Mardian  said  at  this  point  his  memory  on  time  and  dates  is  poor 
but  feels  that  it  was  in  a  very  short  period  of  tine  after  his  conversation 
with  Mr.  Mitchell  that  he  received  a  telephone  call  from  the  i/hite  House 
in  San  Clemente,  California.  Mr.  Mardian  said  he  would  prefer  not  to 
say  at  this  time  who  called  him,  but  he  received  instructions  at  that  time 
to  take  the  White  House  shuttle,  an  Air  Force  plane,  from  Andrews  Air 
Force  Base  and  fly  iEmediately  to  the  I'/hite  House  at  San  Clemente, 
California.   He  advised  he  complied  with  that  instruction,  made  arrange- 
ments, and  immediately  left.   He  said  he  believed  this  was  on  a  Sunday 
and  feels  sure  that  it  was  either  the  last  two  weeks  of  July  or  the  first  two 
weeks  in  August  of  1971.   Upon  further  reflection,  he  said  that  it  taust 
have  been  during  the  last  two  weeks  of  July  because  he  maintains  a  residence 
in  California  in  close  proximity  to  the  Western  \ftiite  House  in  San  Clemente 
and  that  this  house  was  rented  until  the  end  of  July.   He  said  that  had  the 
house  not  been  rented  he  is  sure  that  he  would  have  stayed  there  overnight, 
and  he  now  recalls  that  he  did  not  stay  at  his  o'./n  residence.   Therefore, 
he  placed  the  time  frame  during  the  latter  two  weeks  of  July. 

He  said  the  following  morning  after  his  arrival  in  San  Clenente, 
California,  he  went  directly  to  the  Western  ^-Tnite  House  and  spoke  x^ith 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  >!ixon.   He  said  he  received  at 
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that  tima  two  instructions  —  one  was  to  get  the  FBI  material  from 
Mr.  W.  C.  Sullivan  and  deliver  it  to  the  'iJhite  House,  and  the  second  was 
to  check  to  see  if  all  the  material  the  l^fhite  House  had  in  Washington, 
D.  C,  matched  the  material  supplied  by  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Hr.  Mardian  said  he  made  immediate  flight  arrangements  and 
returned  to  Washington,  D.  C. 


Mr.  Mardiaa  advised  that  ha  cannot  now  recall  how  he  contacted 
Mr.  Sullivan,  bearing  in  mind  that  he  had  had  many  contacts  with 
Mr.  Sullivan  during  his,  Mr.  Mardian's,  tenure  with  the  Department  of 
Justice.   He  said  that  he  conveyed  the  President's  message  to  Mr.  Sullivan 
and  asked  hia  to  supply  all  of  the  wiretap  material  to  him  as  soon  as 
possible. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  shortly  thereafter  Mr.  Charles  Brennpn,  Assistant 
Director  of  the  FBI,  appeared  in  his  office  with  an  "old  heat  up"  satchel, 
as  best  he  could  recall  olive  drab  in  color,  measuring  approximately  8 
inches  by  12  inches  by  17  inches.   He  said  he  also  specifically  remembered 
that  this  satchel  had  William  C.  Sullivan's  initials  on  it.   He  said  he  cannot 
specifically  recall  a  middle  initial  but  he  is  sure  that  W.  S.  was  on  the 
satchel.   He  sa'id  he  specifically  recalls  the  initials  being  on  the  satchel 
because  they  ware  affixed  by  a  tape  upon  which  the  initials  were  stamped. 

He  cannot  recall  any  conversation  with  •^r .    Brennan  at  this  time 
concerning  Mr.  Brennan 's turning  over  this  material.   He  said  he  has  the 
distinct  impression  that  Mr,  Brennar  did  not  know  anything  about  the 
contents  of  the  satchel. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  that  he  placed  the  satchel  in  a  locked  closet  in  his 
office.   He  said  that  he  then  called  the  ^vhite  House  in  Washington,  D.  C, 
advising  that  ha  had  the  material.   Again,  Mr.  Mardian  said  he  would 
prefer  not  to  name  the  individual  in  the  ^'Jhite  House  to  whom  he  made  the 
call.   He  said  that  at  this  point  the  timing  is  hazy.   He  says,  as  best  ha 
can  remember,  the  satchel  stayed  in  his  office  for  approximately  two  days, 
before  ha  got  a  call  from  the  (Vhite  House  to  bring  it  over  and  to  deliver 
it  to  Dr.  Kissinger  and  General  Haig.   Mr.  Mardian  said  he  responded  to 
the  I'fhita  House  request  right  away. 

He  said  ^•rhen  he  want  into  the  White  House  he  x/ant  directly  to 
Dr.  Kissinger's  office.   Dr.  Kissinger  and  General  Haig  were  present. 
Ke  said  he  specifically  remanbered  the  incident  because  when  he  came 
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Ln.ter'/iGvvGcl  en  Llay  10,  1573. 

At  the  o^cct  of  (lio  lnlor7^c■^7  r.Tr.  L'r.rdfz-!  wns  r.dvlEcd  o?  2i5c:  cc^a- 
ctitLitioniL  ^i^;l;tc-    Ec  wns  £p::ciiicaiiy  r:^7-c-c;l  t^/it  Jv3  di:l  not  liavo  to 
■•r-'^--f^^~y  Liatc-iiicnifi  <i:;a  ii  Lo  di-l  taoy  cc-Ji'-  1-2  U3;rd  ar;alni^t  him  in  3. 
court  cf  lav/.    He  v:zs  advic^d  tiir.t  i:-2  hr.i  r.  rijjit  to  en  r;ttGrr.G7. 
IJr.  Ivlrirdiar.  replied  uiat  Iig  v;as  un  aticiticy  end  for-incriy  nn  Acsictr.aS 
Attomcj  Goncmi  ot  tia  U::ilca  tictcs  r.sci  v=as  aT;a-;c  ci  b.i£  riijhlG. 

T.ar.  Iviardlan  \7rLS  advised  t'ist  t!;iS  ir.tnnncT7  £-:;scif Ically  portaincd 
to  rccor-is  of  v.MrcLap  iri--rn:p,t;cn  pJIo^c-aiy  c;i7c;i  ta  hlra  en  cr  about  July,. 
1971,  by  Cl:sxi2S  £rei:j22ii  x.'h.a  t.-^s  thcu  an  Ac^iicfent  Director  of  tiie  PEI. 

■'■         Ivlr,  Mardisn  adrised  ttat  en  the  advice  cf  his  ccrj:ncoi,  J.lr.  David 
Ercs3,  te  cculd  net  cnsTrer  say  o.u'ssticns  ccaccniinj  rahioridi  ha  may 
br>.ye  received  from  AssictaviLiJlrcctor  7?-ro'^rji.    He  ccid  Iitrihcr  La"t  ths 
Vresidont  cf  tho  Uiiitcd  Liatos  ImtJ  iccueu  ur>  crdor  ti:zt  uo  ^'ccoral  CTrpioyGG 

as  to  t?.iii:  anout  jn^attcrs  ccnc^mlns;  n:itjcz;:d  security.    Ho  naid  that 
.  .t'no\ip-i  ]:a  vrp.s  net  uc-.v  a  FederrJL  Gnr..lcyc:?,  ho  xeit  ti;-3  Prfni.'.'.ont's 
order  applied  to  hizn.    iio  said  ihnt  ho  wa-.tc;!  to  coc-7c;.tJ-o  V7lih  Uvi  FBI; 
tl:at  hij  \7zs  srjncillcaliy  tnctruclcd  l;y  1:1^  rii-ornc^y,  Llr.  Brocs,  to  iolL 
any  inquirir::?  dp.^ain.1  /ir;.?nt  vrlio  -ciiy  iiitr-rvlc""  hi;;-}  £i-c'n  Ir.o  'SZl  ibr.t  . 
Gcnornl  Ai:^::v:r•d^r  U?.iz  Irsd  ihs  i-;;orLn-L;Gi  tha  i-Bl  vroztcd  anu  to  £2 
110  further  in  iiis  ccnrcrcaiioii  cr  iiitcrric'.v. 

ncs^id  uir"'::r  trjit  ho  fc-Ii  ccTrriclJc-d  rici  to  c'dsclo^o  cny  Inforr.'.n. ticn 
"coscsmln-]:  ciny  direct  conintinjcetlon  hj  h:-.-j.  had  \7itu  U;c  ^rculdcnt  ci  Iho 
United  Ci^tca  rvT^d  G;:--cit5d  ti-Jit  tho  i::rcr~ni;cn  desired  by  tl:G  ?EI  cowld 
be  cbtaiii'd  frem  Goiicrai  ilei?!,  fiolin  Llrilihn:::^,  E,  R.  Ilaliemcvn  zrA  ' 
Di\  E.cviJ:y  idic-sinjer. 

Ur.  L'ardin-i  vves  edvlocd  tvs^.i  fx-z-  the  purpzicG  df  Lids  inquiry      . 
■  perhaps  Le,  Ltr.  Mnrdien,  v;culd  ce  vaiLin;;  te  c:irt  tlio  i:?i:t:c:::  rcid  tde 


•<  />    -  .---1 -t 
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tlizt  tliis  v.-Ircrtnr)  v.-as  crcirrci  by  Dr.  Ucnry  T-I^L-cin^^r  c-  b.ni^.alf  of  'he 
Fresldcut.    tie  czr.nct  rccr.U  if  r.o  l.^zrr.-.d  this  frorj  ll-.z-  '.vhlio  iIour:n  or 
from  'Mv.  SulllT^n.    Ho  ^;alcl  thic  v^o;:;t  ic-  sUr:-">l7  nrt  cl?nr  in  hi3  inind. 
la  c.nT  event  he  is  suro  it  was  orticrcU  by  Dr.  liissin'rrr  ar.u  tho  purcoss 
cf  the  v/irctap  was  to  viicternihio  wlio  in  tho  \Vhite  Ho^iso  was  leajun^  Irii'or- 
jnatica  -  -  very  viud  ir.fcrmatica  --  v;itU  rpgra-d  to  ilia  iitratf^ic  Arms 
Limitaticzx  Tali/.s  (SALT)  thcr).  in  nr:ioi:i::tic!a  v/iih  Russia.    Er^  liicnlnger 
had  learr.cd  that  the  U-.iitc-u  i-iat^s   bar30.;n.in5  position.  Trith  i-cxard  to  cj.aLT 
•\vr;G  bein;;  lhr-rat::-ac--a  because  th?  uppir  Ainiitr.  as  v;eil  ns  U\o  lower  limits 
T.'hicli  the  United  iiiatcs  \vcuii  r^^jms  noon  were  imor.-n  outsicic  cl  tho.  Vvlj its 
House.    Dr.  Kissiizfrcr  folt  ti-.r^t  t!iis  v/as  a  very  sericxis  breach  ci  nr.ticTnai 
secaritj  tind,  for  tliat  reason,  sujgostcJ  to  the  President  ijiafc  the  wiretaps 
fca  Initiated.  '  -  .' 


Ivlr.  Mavdion  said,  as  best  he  could  rccrJl,  ho  ^"cnt  iranjcdir.tely  to 
Mr.  Mitchell  with  Mr.  Suilh/zn'c  rcrjcst  cind  iii£orin.-:itiCTi.    Eo  advise<i  ho 
cannot  recall  the  specific  conycrsaticri  other  than  ti^o  fact  hs  simply 
relayed  Ivlr.  Sullivan's  request,    iie  said  I.ir.  I.-IitchsU  replied  that  he 
\?ould  liaudis  it.  . 

Tvlr.  Hardiaii  said  at  this  point  hia  memory  en  time  and  dates  is  poor . 
but  feels  that  it  was  jn  a  very  short  period  ol  tinie  alter  his  ccnyersation 
with  I/.T.  I.lltcheii  tiiat  he  recoivca  a  tolcphcae  call  irom  the  white  Hcaso 
in.  Saa  Cicsiente,  California,    Mr.  T-Iardiaa  said  h?  woald  prefer  cot  to 
eay  cvt  th-s  tim'3  who  calic-d  him,  tut  he  roccivcd  i-slructicns  at  that  tiaio 
to  t.ai:e  tlie  V/hito  House-  if-huttle,  aa  Air  Force  piane,  from  Andrews  ALr 
Forco  BaSG  r.nd  fly  iras?.cdiat.?ly  to  tiie  vV;)ite  Jlcjse  at  ias  Cleiiaeate, 
California.    He  advised  ]\o  complied  v.  itli  iViZt  iast— -.etien,  made  arraaeic— 
iscats,  aud  linmediatcly  ic:t.    Hs  said  ue  beliarcd'uis  was  ori,a    iundo.y 
ar.d  feels  sure  that  it  was  cither  ti;?  i:^.--t  two  weol-s  ci  July  or  tha  first  r.vo 
v/eei.i>  hx  Au^st  o:  li;71.    Upca  fartaer  rciicctica,  ho  said  that  it  must 
have  i^een  dariaj  the  last  r.vc  weei:o  gi  July  hecaus?  he  w-aintalris  a  residoaco 
i'.i  California  in.  clcss  proaiaiity  to  the  vVestom  White  Eoasa  in  ian  Clemcate- 
ViTid  U;at  this  Lease  was  rented  until  the  end  of  July,    He  said  tliat  i:ad  uio    . 
hcLiss  not  beca  reate<.i  he  is  sure   tiiat  he  would  haTO  sta-yed  there  OTcr-ijat,. 
and  he  new  r,eeaiLs  tliat  i:e  did  not  :..tay  at  his  own  reslaoncc.    Therefore," 
lie  placed  ilio  time  frame  duris-;  the  iaUcr  two  wees  c:  July. 

Ho  f.aid  the  following  no-nvn::  ?it?r  his  arrival  in  !:^aa  Cleateale, 
California,  ;;e  went  dii-cctiy  to  the  >Vo:dernv.'hice  :^c\i2o  and  spa^e  v;i:h 
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that  tin:c  hvo  inr^tn :cticn.c  --  cno  \-?.z  toV-L  tlis  FHI  rint'?rlr:l  [ro-n 

to  chock  to  are  i;  nil  iho  3~'ccr!ii  iha  Wiuto  Ilcusa  ]::\d  la  V/:ichia^;cca, 
D.  C. ,  matched  the  matcrirJ.  j:up;:>iied  by  l.'lr.  £ulliv:;"-i. 

LTr.  LTardirin  cnld  he  mndo  imraodlate  riljht  arr:uisc men's  ncd 
returned  to  V/asIiingtc-a,  D.  C. 


Hr.  L-Iard-hin  advised  that  ho  csnaot  now  recall  hcv;  ho  coTitactcd 
Mr.  Sullivan,  hsr.rinj  in  n::::'i  thit  ho  hr.d  aid  mr.a/  ccat-cts  r;ith 
Mr.  S\jllivaa  Q-sTTin-;;  his,  Mr.  I.Irjrriiun'c,  tenure  v;ith  the  Depr.rtrticai  of 
Justice.    Ke  said  thr.t  he  ccnTGycd  the  FroGident's  mccanso  to  "'.-.Ir.  SuHivEn 
and  asked  in^  to  Gupoiy  all  of  the  wiretap  i::ai;eriai  te  Jiiia  as  socti  as 
possible. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  sbcrtly  ihcrc?.itsi-  Ht.  Choi'Ios  Prcnana,  x\£si£taat 
Director  cf  ih^  FEi,  appeared  ia  his  ciiicc  with  an  ''aid  beat  up'*  £;acchel, 
aB  best  he  ccuid  recall  olive  drab  ia  color,  nncaa-aria:^  spprcr-irr.atciy  S 
inches  by  12  inch.es  by  17  laches.    I£c  cald  he  clso-  cuecii'icx'.Ily  re-ccrabcrecl 
that  this  catchel  had  V/iWl-m  C.  Liuliivaa's daitinls  ca  ie.    lie  said  ho  caui^ct 
specifically  recall  a  middle  iaitiai  buc  i\o  !s  sure  that  W.  5.  t.-o.3  ya  thy 
satchel.    lie  caid  he  ijpeciacaiiy  rccaiia  the  initials  beia:r  oa  the  satchel 
because  they  were  ailbxd  hj  a  tape  upoa  v.'hlch  the  iuitir,is  Vvoro  atarapcd.  ■ 

Ee  caaact  rceaH  any  ccaversatlca  T/jth  r.Tr.  Drcanaa  at  this  tia-je 
coaccrn-ns  Mr.  Ercnaan's  turnii;;;  over  tliis  n:atorlai.    lie  GZiC  ho  I.is  the 
distiact  iiaprcsEiioa  that;  llr.  Broaaaa  did  act  iuiov?  aaythinj  about  t-ie 
coateats  of  the  catchci. 

.     ?,Ir.  Tslardiaa  said  that  ho  placed  the  satchal  la  a  lechcd'clccet  ia  Ids 
orfice.    Ee  said  t'lat  he  lh=;a  c::Ilcd  the  while  ricase  ia  V^  ashLa^tcTa,  D.  C  , 
nd^isinr;  that  he  hv.d  t::o  laaiericl.    Arjaia.  Mr.  Mardiaa  said  !:ewcuid 
prefer  ael  to  aaaze  Uie  ia:d^'idaal  ia  the  iVhite  Hcase  ic  v/ucia  he  a:aca  the 
co.ll.    He  i:a:d  that  at  this  point  the  tla^iaj  is  ha::y.    He  says,  as  best  he 

baforo  i;e  ryy.  a  call  Irorn  ;Lc  sVj-ilo  l-icuce  to  hri::-;  it  over  and  to  deliver 
it  to  Dr.  Idissia-;;er  and  G:a::iai  iJ-i];.    Idr.  idar_:aa  said  hv>  rcspra:.cd  to 

H,n    ^Vh't'^   lie--—    -r-cT-r.^i    v-r'--    "V.-- 

llo  cTfiid  vi.-^n  he  'vtov-  ir^to  i':-::  VidLO  'fc-:?'?  ■  ?  v^rwl  divecUy  to 
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^6-        On  July  13,  1971  the  FBI  reported  to  the  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  that  a  review  of  the  records  of  the  FBI  revealed  that  no 
conversations  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  had  been  monitored  by  electronic 
surveillance  devices.   On  July  16,  1971  the  FBI  reported  there  had 
been  no  direct  electronic  surveillance  of  Morton  Halperin. 
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ctA  F,-Mn  in  urij  lit. II  • 

uxrrr.D  states  government 

Memorandum 


TO 


FROM 


Assistnnt   Attorney    General 
Internal   Sccui'ity   Division 

Director.  FBI 


date:  July   13,    1»(1 


subji;ct:    DANIEL   ELLSBERG 

KLECITiONIC  SUli^/EILLANCE 


Reference    is   niad9   to   your    letter   dated   July  2,    1971, 
requesting  electronic   surveillance    information  regarding 
Daniel  Lllsbers,    v,ho  v/as  recently   indicted  for   violation  of 
the   espionage   statute. 

A  review   of   our   records  reveals   that   no  conversations 
of   Daniel   Ellsberg   have    bean   monitored   by  electronic   sui'veiiiance 
devices    nor    has    he    been  the  subject   of   dri'cct  electronic  coverage, 

65-74030 


<\ 


RECEIVED 


JULi  5:971 

Irlcrriil  Sccj/.ly  Ci.;s.on 


7e/;?r-/^i^-/^^ 


,1- ,.-,,-... 


s  --r-^-      -"^  •- 


B:.'y  U.S.  S.iv:i:^s  D:::.:s  K:;///..r/v  c-:  rh:  F.^ro-l  I.;r/;;<j  Fl.'H 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


MEMORANDUM 


TO     :  Assistant  Attorney  General 
Internal  Security  Division 

FROM    :   Director,  FBI 

SUBJECT:   ELECTRONIC  SURVEILLANCE 
INFORMATION  REQUEST: 


DATE:   July  16,  1971 


Reference  is  made  to  the  telephonic  request  to  Assistant 
Director  CD.  Brennan  of  this  Bureau  by  Mr.  A.  William  Olson,  Deputy 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  Internal  Security  Division,  on  July  9,  1971, 
for  a  check  of  our  electronic  surveillance  records  regarding 


Morton  Halperin; 


A  review  of  our  records  revealed  that  none  of  the  above 
individuals  have  been  the  subjects  of  direct  electronic  coverage.   No 

conversat  ions  of 

have  been  monitored  by 

electronic  surveillance  devices. 


Conversations  of  Morton  Halperin 

were  monitored  by  electronic  surveillances,  none  of 

which  involved  trespass,  as  follows: 


Conversations  of  Halperin  were  monitored  by  electronic 

surveillances  of  the  telephones  at  the  offices  of  the  

the both  located  in 


and 


SECRET 
NO  FOREIGN  DISSEMINATION 

GROUP  1 
Excluded  from  automatic 
downgrading  and 
declassification 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 


41-586  O  -  74  -  18 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
louse  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


SECRET 
NO  FOREIGN  DISSEMINATION 


Assistant  Attorney  General 
Internal  Security  Division 


Copies  of  letters  authorizing  the  coverage  of  the  above- 
mentioned  establishments  during  the  pertinent  period  and  copies  of  the 
surveillance  logs  relative  to  the  monitored  conversations,  along  with 
copies  of  associated  memoranda,  were  previously  hand  delivered  to 
Mr.  A.  William  Olson  by  Special  Agent  E.  R.  Harrell.   The  dates  that 
the  conversations  were  overheard  were  noted  on  the  surveillance  logs 
delivered  to  Mr.  Olson. 


SECRET 
NO  FOREIGN  DISSEMINATION 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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«.,„-, (.,.!-),«,..,.         46.2     FBI  DIRECTOR  MEMORANDU,   JULY  16,    1971 
UNITED  STATES  GOVERNMENT 


TO- 


'7 


Memorojidiim 

Assistant  Attorney  General 
Internal  Security  Division 


date:    July  16,    1971 


ir.oii     :  Director,   FBI 


surjEcr:  ELECTRONIC  SURVEILLANCE 
INyOR:','A7-TON  REQUEST: 


Reference  is  mads  to  the  telephonic  request  to  Assistant 
Director  C.  D.   Brennan  of  this  Bureau  by  J,;r.  A.  William  Olson,  Deputy 
Assistant  Attorney  General,  Internal  Security  Division,  on  July  9,  1971, 
for  a  clieck  of  our  clecrrcnic  surveillap.ee  record?  rc7:ardinx 


IMor;oa  xi^ilooriii;  , 

A  reviov.'  of  our  reccrcs  revealed  tiiat  none  of  the  above 
individuals  have  beer.  :i:e  subi:c'.~  oi  cMroct  eloclrcriic  covc!'ar::G.    No 
convcrsacions  of  —      j 

nave  'ozcn  nicniiored  oy 
electronic  survcuLince  c.cvues.- 

Cdnversations  or  Morton  Ealrerin 

were  n:o;:iiorc.;  ■.^:  ^isjiUxOiuc  oUi-\ciiiances,  none  of 
v.'nich  i:lVo^^u-:  .rescass.  as  ;oliov;s: 


Convcrsatior.s  of  E".:;?erin  v-cre  'r.onilored  b;"  eloctror.ic " 
surveillances  of  :he  ieie;-,iio'.:c5  at  tne  Oiiicos  of  vr.e 
the  ;  both  located  in 

SECRET 
NO  FOREIGN  DliSE^riNATION 


C.VOV.-    1 


Buy  U.S.  S.::-r:  B-.is  Z:-::.::!y  a:  :■:  r.r,':!!  S::l.:y  J'!.::! 


an; 


m^' 


VOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
.MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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SJlCillJT 
NO  FOP.EIGIs'  DJ^JSEMINATION 


<i 


.1 


-'  -iVii 


Assistant  Attoriioy  General 
Internal  Security  Division 


Copies  of  letters  authorizin.g  tlie  coverage  of  the  above- 
mentioned  esiablislnnents  durinr;  llic  j^oninent  period  and  copies  of  the 
surveillance  logs  relative  to  the  moriilorcd  couversations_.  along  v/ith 
copies  of  associated  men-:0-anda,  v.-ore  previously  hand  delivered  to 
Mr.  A.  William  Oison  by  Special  A^^ent  E.  R.  Ilarrell.     Tiie  dates  that 
the  conversations  v/ere  overheard  v.'ere  noted  on  [he  surveillance  logs 
"delivered  to  ?.Ir.  Olson. 


SECrET 

NO  ro'^'.r'-y  :vr 


2  -  ^-\  ' 
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^7.       On  or  about  July  17,  1971   Ehrlichman  assigned  Egil  Krogh ,  a 
member  of  Ehrlichman 's  staff,  and  David  Young,  who  was  then  serving 
on  the  staff  of  the  National  Security  Council,  as  co-chairmen  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit. 
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47.1     EGIL  KROGH  AFFIDAVIT,   MAY  4,    1973,    UNITED  STATES   u. 
RUSSO,    1-2,    7. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


uASi:i;;cTo:;  :     s"^.:  AFtan.wiT  of  !)ir;i:[,o:sup,F. 

DISTRICT   OF   COLU.'JiilA  :  Or   EVlDKr.TIAilV    f:ro^,:-AT[0  : 


This  .iffidavlt   i.ms    nraaaceJ    iiaiMu.TiHy   bv    Che   nffi.iiiC 
iiMil    is    prOji.:;'.C'Jcl    to    cin;    Dop.Trtnnnt   oi   .I'j^Cic;.;    for    suhr-.i'tsion 
CO    r'.i::    LnitoJ    Sc.ccs    i'LstricC   Court,    Goutliuri:   District   at 
CaliCnrni-a,    tlis  Kunor^ible  ''..  "'at tliew    ilyrnj,    Jr ..  presiilin,;. 

Tlie   forn  ami   execution   of    t'.iis  acricisvit   is   in   conforr<ity 
with  statutory  X^\:  and  judicial   precedent,   and   its   subnission 
is  not   a  v.^aivcr  or   forfeiture. of   any  state  or   federal 
constitutional,    statutory,    or    corr.on-law  rip,ht   of    the   afflaat. 


V.'illiaiu  li.   Treadwcli 
Attornay  at  Law 

Suite   303 

910  Sixteenth  Street,  ::.l' 
Vrashington,  D.C.   20006 
Telephone:   202-659-1978. 


V.'ASHIt!GTON  -•      SS . : 

DISTRICT  OF  COLmtBIA 

Egil  KroQh,  Jr.,  of  full  a.'-.e,  being  first  duly  sworn 

according  to  lav:  upon  his  oath,  deposes  and  says: 

1.  that  he  resides  at  6949  Creenvale  Street,  N.l.'. , 
Vashington,  District  of  Colunbia: 

2.  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  of  America; 

3.  that  he  is  currently  an  officer  of  the  executive 
branch  of  the  federal  governnent,  serving  as  Under- 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Transportation; 


4.  that  on  or  about  July  15,  1971,  affiant  was  given 
oral  instructions  by  !!r.  John  D.  Ehrlich.-!ian,  Assistant 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  for  Do::iestic 
Affairs,  to  be;;in  a  special  Mational  Security  project 
to  co-ordinate  a  govemaenC  effort  to  detemine  the 
causes,  sources,  and  ranif Ications  of  the  unauthorized 
disclosure  of  classified  documents  knoi/n  as  the 
Pentagon  Papers; 

5.  that  Hr.  David  Youn^  of  the  \ational  Security  Council 
Staff  was  assigned  to  this  special  project  with  hini: 
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6.  tiiat  to  liis  infoimation  and  belief  one  reason  foe 
undercakia^  an  Indepenuenc  invesci^acion  cenccaiized 
anong  I-liico  I'ouse  staff  was  chac  a  close  personal 
relationsiiip  exisced  between  Che  Chen  Direccor 

of  Che  Federal  Bureau  of  InvesCipaCion,  J.  Ed,'3ar 
Hoover,  and  .Mr.  Louis  Marx,  f aCher-in-lau  of  Or. 
Daniel  Ellsberg,  adnicced  public  source  of  the 
Pentagon  Papers; 

7.  that  to  affiant's  inforraation  and  belief  the 
establishs^ent  of  an  independent  investigatory  unit 
reporting  to  the  I/nice  House  staff  was  expressly 
agreed  to  by  Director  Hoover  and  this  agreement 
manifested  in  a  memorandua  from  Direccor  Hoover; 

8.  that  to  his  inforaacion  and  belief  Central  Intelligence 
-Agency  investigative  support  was  unobtainable  for 

this  special  National  Security  project  due  to  tha 
lack  of  CIA  jurisdiction  within  the  territorial 
United  States; 


9.   that  in  July  1971  the  affiant  reconmended  Co  Mr. 
John  D.  Ehrlichman  that  Kr.  C.  Gordon  Liddy  be 
enploye<J  by  the  special  unit  as  an  investigator  and 
staff  assistant,  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  subsequently 
authorized  the  emplo3raent  of  IJr.  Liddy; 

10.  chat  Mr.  E.  Howard  Hunt  vas  recomnended  to  affiant 
for  assistance  on  the  Pentagon  Papers  investigation, 
such  recorxiendatlon  was  nade  to  affiant  over  the 
telephone  by  Ilr.  Charles  C.  Colson,  Special  Counsel 
to  the  President; 

11.  that  Mr.  Colson's  recomnendation  of  Mr.  Hunt  was  based 
on  Mr.  Hunt's  investigative  experience  as  an  agent 
for  the  Central  InCelligence  Agency; 


12.  that  Mr.  Hunt  was  at  that  tine  employed  as  a  part 
tice  White  House  consultant  by  Mr.  Colson  on  natters 
not'  'Anown  to  me ; 

13.  that  Infomation  obtained  by  the  special  unit  made  it 
inpcratlve  to  ascertain  whether  the  unauthorized 
disclosure  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  was  (a)   an  individual 
act,  (b)  the  act  of  a  srall  group,  or  (c)  the  result 

of  a  wider  conspiracy  to  engage  in  espionage; 

14.  that  during  the  early  stages  of  the  investigation, 
affiant  received  infomation  suggesting  that 

Dr.  Ellsberg  did  not  act  alone: 

15.  that  the  affiant  was  informed  by  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  that  the  so-called  Penta<;on  Papers 
were  in  the  possession  of  the  Soviet  Er.bassy, 
V.'ashingCon,  D.C.,  prior  to  their  publication  by 

the  New  York  Titres  newspaper  su^cestin;;;  an  effort  to 
aid  and  abet  an  eneiry  of  the  United  States  through 
an  ally; 
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iJASi!i:;cTo:i  :  ss. 

;)i3TracT  of  colu>sia   : 


Esil  Kro^h,  Jr.,  being  duly  sworn  according  to  la-.r  upon 
his  oath,  says  that  he  is  the  affiant  of  the  foragoin:;;  that 
he  has  reaJ  sane  and  knot/s  contents  thereof;  that  the  matters 
stated  therein  are  true  to  his  knowledge,  e:<cept  such  r:atters 
as  are  stated  to  be  upon  Information  and  b^litsf  and  as  to 
those  natters  he  believes  then  to  be  true. 

Further,  I  declare  under  the  penalty  of  perjury  that  the 
foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


Egil  Krogh,  Jr. 
SUBSCRIBED  MiQ   SWORN  TO 
before  me  this  day  of  ,  1973 


Theodore  R.  Ile'-^man,  Jr.  . 

Judge  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the  District  of  Colunbia. 


Joseph  li.  Button,  Clerk  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Che 
District  of  Columbia,  the  sane  being  a  court  of  record  of 
said  District,  and  having  by  lav  a  seal,  does  hereby  certify 
that  the  honorable  Theodore  R.  '.''ei-man,  Jr.,  whose  naae  is 
attached  to  the  foregoing  affidavit,  vas  at  the  tine  of  the 
taking  of  said  affidavit,  a  menber  of  said  Superior  Court, 
which  court  then  and  there  existed. 

And  I  do  further  certify  that  I  an  well  acquainted  with 
his  handwriting  and  verily  believe  that  the  signature  to  the 
foregoing  affidavit  is  his  genuine  signature. 

In  witness  whereof  ,  I  have  hereunto  set  n;y  hand  and 
affixed  the  seal  of  said  Superior  Court  of  the  District  of 
Coluabia  this 


day  of y   1973. 


Joseph  M.  Burton 
Clerk  of  the  Court 
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/JT^'-.i 


^_   ^  f  ^^ 


:b- :...■'''    r,v   ~r.'i- 


iha    j.'cr.orcblc   v,". 


v/ASHi::3To:: 


.tit-tomG'/' 


\-/--. 


^  •_      J_jCV.' 


Suite    203 
310    Six^c 
Was>.ir.c;z&r.,    r 
Tiilephcr.o:    iQs-oz^'j-^::,  rd , 


r-r 


r.  C.   20CC3 


SS ,  : 


:ordir.g  to  lav/  ujon  hfs  oath,  do-^c^es  r.r.d  says: 

1,  that   ho  residas.  a-c  S9-V3  Graor.vala  Straaa,  N 
vrashir.gtor. ,  Districa  cf  Co".•arl;ia; 


2.  that  he  is  a  citizan  of  rhe  Ur.itad  Staacs  oz  A:.".^ri 


3.  that  ha  is  currently  an  officer  of  the  a::ac"ati /a- 
brandh  of  -^'r.c:    federal  ccvarn-ana,  sarvinc;  aa  Undo 
Sacretar"/  of  tha  Daaaraa.ant  of  Transporaaaacn; 


ar.aa.  or.  cr  aacaa  jui'^ 
oral  ir.saructicns  by  Mr.  . 
to  ahe  ?rosada:'.a  or  a.ia  U. 


is  ca-.a: 


'ohr.  D.  .^:^.rlac^..-.; 


to  co-ordi-..a;a  a 
cauaas,  source j, 
discloauro  of  cl: 
■gc 
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•:.'..:c.i.    to    n^rj    xn  Corr-o^io^i    .•.  -  .     -     '  :.t-        .■.■.-.■    : 

'::;',c"iCl  ■      .'".-".sr    '■"'•    ir.c'.or.^y.Czi,:.    j.::     .  .';-■-_•. ?.r.     :.  ■  \':.-: 

:u-.o:ig'   ..'l-.i'^o    i'.;'.:;:2    ciUr.iJi."  v/~;,    thii-.  c   cio-e    -.crc::- 

roiciLic- -'-i^J   r:-:i-v:od   sov-.vor.    :/.  -.  -:.::r.   Z-.s.^\.:-:: 


^•;ncc..jO:; 


Gi-cn'olisr.r.'.cr. :;   o:   r.n    .ir.c;^n:.\'icr.-.    i..-,  .'cs tiv-'.i;r.:.v  vrlr. 


;::<:v   .'.n-.  o^';^"-cta;i'. 


jur-ic:..: 


that   in   Jul-"   1971   f.-.c:    a^fi^nt   rcccr-.Gr.ccd   'lo   Mr. 
.jOhn   D.    Ehrlicr_-r.2n    chat:  -Ir.    G.    Gorcl.i:."i   L::.cl-ly  b^ 
anploycd  bv   whc   o-:ecial  ur-it   as    ar.   ir.vosrlc-atcr  ar.d 
staff   asoiszar.t;,    r.r.d  i!r.    E".-.rii'c".'j7.:;r.   3ubiCcuor.~l^-- 
aut.horiced  .^he   e-.slc/T-.or.t;  of  ."ir.    Liddy; 


10.  tha-   Mr.    ;;.    Hc-.v'ard  Hunt  ••■.•as   roccr-encGrd  to   arfiar.t 
for   assistance  on   ;:ha   Fcnzsgcr-.  Papers    invastioaticn, 
such   rcczr.v.ondation  v/as  r.ade   to   affiant  cvsr   t?.-; 
telephone   by  :'^.    Charles   C.    Colscn,,  Special  Counsel 
to   the    President; 

11.  that  ;b.-.    Colson's   r-3cc--:inda-ion  of  Mur.    Hunt  '.vas  based 
on  Mr.    Hunt's    investicrarive   experience   as   an   acent 
for   the   Central   Inzollicence   .-.gency; 


12.  that  :■■-.    Hunf  v.-as   at  that   ti-e   e-oloyaG   as   a  part 
tiir.e  ".•."hite    I-rcuse   ccnsuitar.T:  by  ;-lr.    Colsor.  on  rasters 

not  V.nov.-n  to  -.e ; 

13.  tha'e  inforr.ation  obtained  by  the  special  unit  r.ace  it 
iinpcrative  to  ascertain  '.vhe'zher  the  unauthorized 
disclosure  of  the  Pentagon  Papers  v/as  (a)  an  individual 
act,  (b)  the  ace  of  a  s-.all  croup,  or  (c)  the  result 

of  a  wider  conspiracy  -co  cngare  in  espianaco; 

14.  that  during  the  early  stares  of  the  investicauion, 
affiant  received  inforr.ation  :^ucceszing  that; 

Dr.  Sllsberg  did  not  ac'a  alone; 

15.  that  che  affiant  v/.-.s  inforr.-.od  by  rha  Federal  bureau 
of  Invescicraticn  that  the  =o-c:;llcd  ?c~-:.ccr.   Papers 

V/ashington,  2.  C,  prior  ao  their  publicacion  by 
a.-i  ally; 


(-) 
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^;;:~TRTCT  or  c:r,u;oi.\ 


2c  i  f 


;  :'r2go:Lr.rr 


.L    CjCiirc   'jrc:;-  thc 


or   pcirjury   -r.ji- 


-i»    1-^^:^    a.. 


-T7        *    •■.       ^  ^y 


igl:.    ... 


ooscpn   ;•;.    Bur-c;-;,    Cler";   cf   rho    Su-crior  Court;   cf   t"--^ 

t£:-;ir.g   of   said   af fidivit,    a  ---.c-r  of   Gaid   Sur-.i-ior  Courz 
vhich  .ccurt   -cr.cn   ar.d  -cr.ere   existed. 


And   I    do    further   co: 
forccoir.c    af f fdaviz    ic   ";■.: 


In  v/itr.css  v/harocf,  I  havo  i-.crounto  =:'3t  -■.•  hand  ar 
■affi::cd  Tiha  seal  cf  said  iu-orior  Cour-L  of  tre'Di'-ract 
Colun-iia   this 


cav  o: 


1973. 


v^::..-/-..'^..;^. 


UC30".".    1.. 

Cior>rof 
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"At-    TV--','  Z-^' 


IN  THE  UtllTED  STATES  DISTP.iCT  COUS' 


FOR  THE  DISTRICT  O?  C0L'j;-3li'> 


CR.  CASE  NO.  74-118  (Judge  Cesell) 


UNITED 

STATES 

OF 

AMERICA,    ) 

Plaintiff,     ) 
1 

vs 

) 

JOHN  EHHLICffiL^N, 

et  al.,     ) 

1 

Defendants     ) 
) 

AFFIDAVIT  OF  JOHN  0.  EHRLICHMa.N 

DISTRICT      ) 

OF  )  SS: 

COLUI-BIA      ) 

JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN,  being  duly  sworn,  on  oath  deposes 
and  says: 

The  following  narrative  account  of  the  formation  and 
authorization  of  the  investigation  of  the  theft  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers  and  subsequent  events,  going  to  the.  question  of  the 
President's  instrucrtions,  authorization  and  approval,  is  made 
in  response  to  the  Court's  request  of  April  19,  1974. 


The  Pentagon  Papers  Theft: 

In  mid-June,  1971,  it  \vas  learned  at  the  V/'nite  House 
that  part  of  the  47-voIume  secret  studv  of  the  Viet  N'-Tm  v;ar 
had  been  copied  and  delivered  to  the  Mew  York  Tin-.es  nnd  other 
p^npers. 
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In  the  v/e-?k  or  ten  days  thereafter,  I  pir  t  Lcioated  in' 
several  Reetings  with  the  President  iind  H^nry  Kissin'j^r.  Tr.s 
latter  told  us  about  Daniel  Ellsbsrg  (known  to  have  been  trie 

VJe  were  told  he  was  a  fanatic,  knGv;n  to  be  a  drag  abuser 
and  in  knowledge  of  very  critical  defense  secrets  o£  currer.t: 
validity,  such  as  nuclear  deterrent  targeting. 

Having  never  heard  of  Ellsberg  before  the  theft  of  the 
Papers,  t::y  impression  from  Kissinger's  description  vras  that  the 
Nation  was  presented  with  a  very  serious  potential  security- 
problem  beyond  the  theft  of  the  largely  historical  Pentagon  Paoars 
I  later  learned  that  the  Papers  themselves  were  believed  bv  de- 
fense experts  to  contain  vital  secrets. 

Dr.  Kissinger  told  the  President  that  the  theft  made  very- 
difficult  our  foreign  relations  with  Allies  v/ith  whom  we  shared 
classified  information. 

■^"  these  meetings  both  the  President  and  Dr.  Kissinger 
v.-ere  obviously  deeply  concerned.   The  latter  v;as  quite  agitated 
at  tines. 

The  president  made  very  clear  his  instructions  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  should  seek  restraint  of  publication  of 
the  Papers  and  should  vigorously  investigate  to  catermine  those 
I  guilty  of  their  theft  and  cor-.oro.T'.ise.   I  transmittsd  his  in- 
structions to  the  Attorney  General  and  I  believe  ha  did  so 

i  directly  on  several  occasions. 
i 
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The  Aaoarenb  Consplrjcv: 

As  the  Justice  Department  investigation  proceeded,  I 
heard  or  was  told  several  times  that  Ellsberg  v/as  a  part  of  a 
conspiracy. 

On  July  5,  19  71,  the  President  and  I  raet  v^ith  the  At- 
torney General.   He  told  us  that  ha  believed  Ellsbarg-  nad  Com- 
munist ties  and  was  part  of  a  conspiracy-   The  Pres-ident  said, 
in  substance,  that  we  must  learn  who  was  involved  and  quickly 
bring  thera  to  justice. 

At  around  the  same  time,  the  Assistant  Attorney  General 
for  internal  security  called  me  to  advise'  that  an  "intercept" 
established  that  some  or  all  of  the  Papers  had  been  delivered  to 
the  Soviet  Embassy  here.   1  told  the  President  of  this  call. 

F.B.I,  reports  (which  I  either  saw  or  was  told  of)  sug- 
gested that  a  group  in  Massachusetts  had  caused  the^^Papars  to 
be  duplicated  in  Cambridge;  one  of  them  was  believed  to  be  an 
employee  of  the  New  York  Times.   Ellsberg  worked  i.n  California 
at  the  time.   I  told  the  President  of  this  F.B.I. .advice. 

The  F.B. I. : 


For    some   months   prior   to   June,    1971,    and    virtually  until 
his   death,    J.    Edgar   Hoover   '.;as    the  object   of   the    President's 
criticism   on    a    nuraber    of    grounds:       The   F.S.I.    Director   refused 
to    enlist    the    Bureau    in    the   Administration's    effort   to    suppress 
Narcotics    Traffic;     the    President   was   kpo'-Nrr.    to    feel    that    the    F..3.r. 
effort    against    domestic    sabotaqe    nnd    violence  w:>.s    inic.cquace;    a 
file    containing   a   complete    catalogue   of   problems,    marked     "The 
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Corapany  Director"  exists  in  the  possession  o£  the  Governn-.e"c 

In  late  June  and  early  July,  the  F.3.I.  effort  in  th» 
Pentagon  Papers  case  was  the  subject  of  Assistant  Attorney 
General  Hardian's  strong  criticism.   On  his  assuaption  of  re- 
sponsibility in  mid-July,  Mr.  Krogh  joined  in  that  criticism. 

During  this  period  the  Attorney  General  advised  ras,  and 
I  told  the  President,  that  Mr.  Hoover  had  disciplined  one  of 
the  F.B.r. "s  top  officials  for  ordering  an  F.B.I,  interview  of 
Ellsberg's  father-in-law.   The  disciplinary  papers  are  known  by 
me  to  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Government. 

It  is  against  this  background  that  the  Young-Krogh  unit 
was  established  by  the  President  and  expressly  gi  - -n  -the  job  of 
investigating  Ellsberg. 


The  Genesis  of  The  Unit: 

On  July  2,  1971,  the  President  instructed  me: 

(1)  To  recruit  someone  to  take  full  responsibility 
to  "handle  the  Ellsberg  case, "  or  words  of 
that  substance,  and  to  take  charge  of  the 
investigation  of  the  conspiracy; 

(2)  To  propose  Richard  Allen,  formerly"  of  the 
Kissinger  staff,  to  do  so,  or  seek  alternate 
candidates;  and 

(3)  To  "stick  with  domestic  matters"  myself,  fincinc 
someone  v;ith  whom  the  'President  could  work 
directly  on  the  leak  pcoblea. 
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Five  days  later,  the  President  v/ent  to  San  Cle^.ente  ' 
without  a  choice  having  been  made.   Several  people  were  asV.eci 
to  make  suggestions. 

At  this  time  the  concept  was  that  the  per30:i  chosen  would 
lead  and  prod  people  in  the  Departtr.ents  and  Agencies,  without, 
direct  VJhite  House  involvement. 

The  president  continued  to  urge  vigorous  attention  to     ' 
the  problem  of  leaks  of  secrets.   He  stressed  the  great  problera 
these  leaks  made  for  those  charged  v;ith  conducting  Foreign  Policv' 
and  maintaining  National  Defense. 

The  Damage  Assessment: 

As  the  litigation  with  newspapers  progressed  (June  IS  - 
July  7) ,  various  damage  assessments  were  prepared  by  experts. 
For  example,  the  Director  of  the  National  Security  Agency, 
Admiral  Guyler,  prepared  in  Affidavit  form  a  description  of  how 
the  Pentagon  Papers  Theft  had  damaged  the  Nation's  security. 
This  Affidavit  v/as  transmitted  to  the  U.S.  Attorney,  Southsrr. 
District  of  New  York.   The  President  was  told  of  so;r,e  of  these 
assessments. 

The  Formation  of  The  Unit: 

On  July  12,  1971,  in  his  office  at  San  Clenente,  the       ■ 

I 

President  met  with  Assistant  Attorney  General  Mardian  and  several 
others,  including  me. 

He  told  tlte  President  of  the  progress  of  the  Justice  De- 
partment efforts,  named  oth  -rs  iK^iicved  to  bo  n  pavt  or  tr-.e  t'-.ef 
conspiracy,  and  described  soma  of  the  damage  from  the?  theft. 
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The  President's  sense  of  urgency  was  heightened  by 
this  meeting.   He  was  not  satisfied  with  Mr.  Mardian's  report 
and  insisted  upon  an  early  designation  of  a  V/hitc  House  rr.an-in- 
charge. 

Three  days  before  David  Young  v/as  proposed  as  a  possible 
choice.   The  decision  was  made  to  make  him  jointly  responsible 
with  Egil  Krogh  (who  was  due  in  San  Clemente  from  Viet  Nam  the 
following  Friday). 

I  sent  for  Young  to  come  from  Washington;  he  arrived 
July  14.   Dr.  Kissinger  then  objected  to  Young  being  assigned 
to  the  Unit  from  his  staff,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  other  pro- 
posed uses  for  him. 

In  a  conversation  among  the  President,  Henry  Kissinger 
and  me(attended  by  H.  R.  Haldeman) ,  July  15,  the  President  de- 
cided Young  should  be  assigned  to  the  Unit. 

On  Saturday,  July  17,  I  told  Young  and  Krogh  of  the  fore- 
going events,  of  the  President's  sense  of  urgency  and  his  assign- 
ments.  They  were  to  immediately  return  to  Washington,  assimilate 
all  current  facts,  decide  how  to  stimulate  the  various  Government 
Units  to  plug  future  possible  leaks,  decide  how  to  move  the 
Justice  Department's  Ellsberg-Conspiracy  Investigation  to  ar. 
early  and  successful  conclusion  and  be  prepared  to  work  directlv 
with  the  President,  at  his  option,  or  through  me,  if  they  needed 
help. 

The  President  returned  to  Washington  Sunda\-,  July  iS, 
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The    SALT    Leak: 

During  the  v;eek  of  July  19,  1971,  the  media  cacried  a 
story  v;hich  disclOGed  this  Country's  secret  negot  iatin'.,'  Gtratagy 
in  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  Treaty  negotiations  v/ith  the 
Russians. 

In  my  presence,  both  the  President  and  memijers  of  the 
National  Security  Council  staff  expressed  deep  concern  and  even 
agitation  about  the  damaging  effect  of  this  leak. 

When  the  President  discussed  leaks  v/ith  Egil  Krogh  and 
me,  on  July  24,  1971,  he  demanded  that  Krogh  find  those  respon- 
sible for  the  SALT  leak,  resorting  to  polygraph  tests  regardless 
of  Government  employees'  objections,  and  gave  the  clear  im- 
pression to  me  that  Krogh  was  to  use  extraordinary  measures  to 
carry  out  his  assignment. 

This  conversation  v/ith  Krogh  left  me  v/ith  the  belief 
that  now  Krogh  had  a  one-on-one  relationship  v/ith  the  President, 
v/h-'-^  accomplished  the  assignment  given  me  by  the  President 
July  2,  to  find  someone  to  take  over  the  Ellsberg  matter. 

Both  before  and  after  the  Krogh  meeting,  July  24,  the 
President  also  gave  me  instructions  to  pass  along  to  Krogh  and 
Young.   Invariably  when  they  made  recom,-nendations,  jointly  or 
severally,  the  President  concurred.   His  only  criticism  of  their 
effort  v/as  that  it  ivas  not  vigorous  enough. 

The  Unit  was  ordered  to  investigate  on  sone  data  which 
could  probably  be  determined  from  my  notes  (now  in  the  Co'/ern- 
rrent'L:  custody).   Mr.  KrCijh  romp  U\  in.---c;  oT  tl-.^  r  .  P. .  I .  '  s  failure 
to  cooperate  fully  in  the  Ellsberg  investigation.   I  discu.^sed 
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the  problem  with  the  Attorney  General.   He  advised  me  of  a  con- 
tinuing problem  with  Mr.  Hoover.   I  recall  specifically  Mr.  Krogh 
complaining  that  the  F.B.I,  had  not  even  designated  the  Ellsberc 
case  as  a  primary  or  priority  case. 

I  advised  Krogh  of  my  talk  v;ith  the  Attorney  General, 
and  he  recommended  that  some  of  the  Unit's  people  be  sent  out 
to  quickly  complete  the  California  investigation  of  Ellsberg. 

I  told  the  President  of  these  conversations,  sometirr.e 
between  July  26  and  August  5,  as  nearly  as  I  can  now  reconstruct 
it. 

He  responded  that  Krogh  should,  of  course,  do  whatever 
he  considered  necessary  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter — to 
learn  what  Ellsberg 's  motives  and  potential  further  harmful 
action  might  be. 

I  told  Krogh,  in  substance,  that  he  should  do  whatever 
he  c^-'idered  necessary. 

On  August  6,  I  left  Washington  for  a  period  of  5  days. 

August  11  v/as  m.y  first  full  day  back  in  the  office. 

Sometime  later,  I  initialled  and  v;rote  on  a  Memorandum, 
dated  August  11,  in  which  Krogh  and  Young  proposed  that  the  in- 
vestigation include  a  covert  attempt  to  learn  v/hat  Ellsberg  may 
have  disclosed  to  Dr.  Fielding.   In  ray  opinion,  this  was  well 
v/ithin  the  President's  mandate. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  was  not  aw.T-t--  ^^'- 
any  intent  on  anyone's  part  to  bronk  ip.to  Dr.  Ficlv":  •.■.■..:' ;-.  •..;■■:•■ -sc^a 
before  that  occurrence. 
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Statements  Subsequent  to  March  20.  1973: 

On  at  least  two  occasions,  the  President  spoke  about  the 
Fielding  broak-in,  in  ny  presence. 

April  18,  1973,  betv;een  7:00  and  3:00  P. I:.,  the  President: 
was  in  Aspen  Lodge,  at  Camp  David.   In  my  presence,  he  called 
Henry  Peterson,  then  Assistant  Attorney  General. 

Since  April  15,  the  President  had  been  working  closely 
with  Peterson  on  fast-breaking  developments  in  the  V/atergate 
case. 

It  was  clear  to  me  that  they  %'/ere  discussing  the  Fielding 
break-in. 

The  President  said,  in  substance: 

YOU  and  your  Department  stay  out  of  that.   That  is 
■  -  strictly  a  National  Security  matter.   I  know  you  have 
to  enforce  the  lav/s  but  as  President,  I  have  to  pro- 
tect the  National  Security  and  that  comes  first.   As 
President,  I  am  instructing  you  to  take  no  action 
whatever  on  that  matter. 

l-Then  he  hung  up.  the  President  told  me  they  had  been  dis- 
cussing the  Fielding  break-in.  He  said,  in  substance,  that  the 
break-in  was  in  furtherance  of  National  Security  and  fully  justi- 
fied by  the  circumstances;  moreover,  if  Justice  got  into  it,  it 
v/ould  be  just  a  matter  of  time  before  the  WASAG-leak  case  would 
be  public  knowledge,  and  he  would  not  permit  such  damage  to  the 
Joint  chiefs  of  Staff  if  he  could  prevent  it. 

On  a  date  during  the  first  few  dnys  in  .^'.ay,  1973,  Egil 
Krogh  asked  me  to  secure  the  President's  approval  of  his  dis- 
closure of  the  Ellsherq  matter  to  Attorney  Cenera  1 -c?,o?  Lgn.-> to 
Elliott  Richardson. 
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I    saw    the    President    in    the   Oval   Office. 

He   consented    to   Krogh   doing    so.       At    that    time,    he    said, 
in    substance : 

l-Tnile    I    (the    Presidsntt    did    not   know   of    the    break- in 
attempt    in    advance,     I    surely   recognize    the    valid    rTatiorta^ 
Security   reasons   why    it   v;as   done.       I   v/ant    Krogh   to    explair 
them   carefully   to   Elliott   who    is    new    in    the    job. 
Tne   President    indicated  his   after-the-fact   approval   of 
this   effort   to   secure   evidence   of  Ellsberg's   motives   and  potential 

I  expressed  the  hope  that  Krogh  would  not  be  permitted  to 
suffer  for  an  event  which  he  had  every  reason  to  assume  was  with- 
in  the   scope  of   the   President's  charter    to  him. 

The   President  gave  me   the   impression  that  he  would   not. 

\  OS^-   O'C) 


JOHN    D.    EHRLICHflAN 


S'.-70RN   TO   hfO    SU3SC;^IBED   before   me, 
this     ^6  day   of   APRIL,    1974. 


^Sw"'^^ix^ 


KG TA RY   PUBLIC 


Ky  Commission  Expires:  //T-^'^^  ~3/,  /97( 
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TU -•:313a Y.    jTjI.Y    Ij.    1971 

V^KD^KSD.S'{^    JUI.Y   1-^    'VTI 

'  2:0i  David  Vrju-;; 

THU?vjD.'XY.    JULY  13.    1971 

6:30  a.rii,  Lv.    Balboa  Bay  Club 

7:35  Lv.   Oran^^e  County,    ^ir  Ciliiornia  301 

8:30  -Arrive  San  Jose   (Harts  car  fro.-r.  Air  Caiiforr.La) 

4:05  Lv,    Moncsray,    Air  '.Vast  72  3 

4:53  Arri'/s  LA  Ir.ternatioaal 

Dinner  V/ith  presidont  at  Ps  rino's 
{China  ar.nouncemant) 

FRIDAY,    JULY  16,    1971 

9:00  Bud  Krogh,    Ken  Cole 

10:30  Pet3r  Petarson 

11:30  Herb  Kalmbach 

12:30  Krogh,    Jaffe,    Donfsld  -  lunch  In  Mess 

1 :45  Ed  Nixon 

2:15  Dr.v-id  Youn^^ 

3:00  Don  Nixon,    Jr, 

5:00  Racquc=i:  CLub 

8:00  Five  Cro'.vns    -  Colis,    KullL.is,    Krog.h,    Decker,   Krr.oka' 

SAT'JR.DAY.    JULY  17,    1971 

9:30  Presid-.^.nt,    Jaffi-,    llrogh,    Dor.fTild 

11:00  Harb  Kapiov/ 

rr 2 : 3 0  Yor.nu;,    Kro^h  -  ^-..ich  in  j.1^3  5  . 

6:30  Dinner  i:\  Disn-yland  -  Blue  n.^.you. 

IvC^tuc'i"!  lo  '■.',■;;.■.• 'i;r>:Lon   jii  Air   Yurc-."^  O.i.:-. 
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3031 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  was  aware  that  such  a  unit  was  set  up,  at  the 
President's  request,  yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  yo"  know  who  was  put  in  charge  of  that? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  think  that  David  Young  of  the  National  Security 
Council  staff  and  Bud  Krogh  of  the  Domestic  Council  staff  were  the 
principal  men  assigned  to  that  work. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Wilson,  if  we  can  have  that  memo  back,  we  will  make 
a  Xerox  copy  for  you. 

You  say  Mr.  Krogh  was  taking  general  supervision  with  Mr.  Young 
in  that  area? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  knew  that  Krogh  and  Young  were  assigned  to 
this  responsibility.  I  do  not  believe  I  know,  or  knew  at  the  time,  who 
was  over  whom. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Plunt  and  Liddy  took  a  part  in 
the  role  of  the  so-called  Plumbers? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  guess  so;  it  is  hard,  now  knowing  it  so  thoroughly 
through  testimony  here,  to  know  whether  I  specifically  knew  they  were, 
as  those  two  names  were  involved  in  this  assignment  at  that  time 
or  not. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  is  it  your  testimony,  Mr.  Haldeman,  that  in  your 
role  as  chief  of  staff,  where  you  ceitainly  had  administrative  respon- 
sibilities over  everything  that  was  going  on  in  the  White  House,  office 
space,  and  where  the  telephones  would  be  set  up  and  things  like  that, 
that  an  operation  of  this  kind,  a  special  investigative  unit  would  not 
come  to  your  attention,  so  you  would  know  who  was  involved,  who 
the  staff  people  would  be,  who  would  be  working,  who  would  be  on 
its  payroll? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No;  I  would  know  that  such  a  unit  existed  but  this 
unit  was  set  up  as  an  internal  unit  using  as  the  two  principal  staff 
people,  people  that  were  already  on  staff.  This  wasn't  an  addition  to 
staff.  This  was  a  reassignment  of  people,  one  on  Dr.  Kissinger's  staff 
and  one  on  ^Ir.  Ehrlichman's  staff,  to  a  special  project.  That  was  done 
very  frequently  and  probably  most  of  the  time  without  my  knowledge 
because  these  were  assignments  that  would  come  and  go. 

iVIr.  Dash.  Well,  if  new  people  were  brought  on  the  staff  like  Mr. 
Hunt  or  Mr.  Liddy,  wouldn't  you  have  to  know  about  that  as  the 
Staff  Director? 

]\Ir.  Haldeman.  Not  necessarily  by  name.  If  they  were  brought  on 
withotit  an  existing  budget,  each  division  within  the  White  House — 
the  White  House  budget  was  broken  down  by  divisions  within  the 
White  House  and  each  division  had  an  individual  responsibility  for 
it.  In  addition — I  don't  know  if  this  was  true  at  that  time  but  at  some 
point  in  time  the  domestic  council,  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  area,  had  a  sepa- 
rate budget,  funded  separately  by  the  Congress,  not  from  the  White 
House  budget.  So  any  activities  of  the  domestic  council  or  conducted 
within  the  domestic  council  budget  I  would  very  frequently  not  be 
aware  of  at  all. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  you  knew  at  least  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  IL\LDEMAN.  The  same  would  be  true  of  the  National  Security 
Council  budget  which  was  also  separate. 

Mr.  Dash.  You  know  the  reason  why  this  separate  investigating 
unit  was  set  up,  do  you  not? 
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A8.       In  the  week  following  July  17,  1971  Krogh  recruited  Gordon 
Liddy,  an  ex-FBI  agent,  for  the  Special  Investigations  Unit,  and  Colson 
instructed  Hunt  to  report  to  that  unit.   Office  space,  equipped  as  a 
high  security  area  with  a  special  alarm  system  and  a  scrambler  telephone 
was  made  available  in  the  Executive  Office  Building. 
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The  Cn.\mjt.\N".  'Wliocsti-.blislicd  the  orpaiiization? 

Mr.  IvKiiGir.  The  oi-;::;inizatioii  ^viis  established  by  JMr.  Yoiinir  of  the 
National  Security  Council  stall'  and  myself  pufsuant  t<j  instructions 
fron\  Mr.  Ehrlicliinan. 

The  Cn.\n;.'.t.\x.  Yes.  Xow.  how  did  it  come  by  tlie  nanvj  •■pkmib- 
ers"?  I  sec  the  r.ev.spapei-s  use  that  frequently. 

Mr.  Kr.oii£i.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Youni^  was,  as  I  remember,  talkiiis:  to 
his  moth.er  or  his  mother-in-law  one  night,  and  she  aslced  him  whr.t  he 
was  doiiig  at  the  "White  House,  and  he  said  that  he  was  trying  to  do 
what  he  could  to  plug  leaks  of  sensitive  information,  and  she  said, 
"AVell,  we  l;ave  a  carpenter  in  th.e  family.  It's  nice  to  have  a  plumber, 
too,"  and  from  that  point  on  the  group  became  Icnown  as  the  plumbers. 

The  CuArRiL\N'.  Why  were  you  selected  to  participate  in  this  organi- 
zation ?  Can  you  give  us  any  background  on  that  ? 

Mr.  IvROC.ii.  Yes,  sir.  During  the  fii-st  2  jeai-s  I  was  particularly 
involved  in  work  with  the  FBI,  other  law  enforcement  matters,  and 
I  had  some  familiarity  with  the  internal  security  system  in  the  Federal 
Government. 

The  CiiAiiorAX.  Let  me  explore  how  precisely  you  became  associated 
with  Mr.  Liddy  and  ]\Ir.  Hunt,  and  I  could  ask  these  questions:  If 
you  know,  v.ho  retained  Mr.  Liddy  ? 

Mr.  IvRocii.  I  did. 

Tlie  Chairmax.  You  did.  And  how  was  he  known  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Ivrooii.  He  was  known  to  mo  as  an  attorney  in  the  Department 
of  tli'3  Treasur}-  v>herc  he  had  worked  on  narcotics  control. issues. 

The  CiiAiHJtAX.  W>o  retained  Mr.  Hunt,  if  you  Icnow  ? 

Mr.  KnoGir.  ifr.  Young  and  I  retained  Mr.  Hunt. 

The  CrcMnMAX.  'Who  rccomme]\(lcd  Mr.  Hunt  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Krogii.  lie  was  recommended  to  us  by  ilr.  Ciiarles  Colson, 
counselor  to  the  President. 

The  CiiAiRMAX.  "WTuit  is  that  name,  again  ? 

Mr.  Knooit.  Charles  Colson. 

The  CuAiR^tAX.  How  were  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt  compensated 
for  their  services,  if  you  Icnow  I 

Mr.  Krogii.  Mr.  Liddy,  as  I  remember,  was  compensated  from  the 
Domestic  Council  payroll,  and  ifr.  Hunt  was  a  Mliite  House 
consultant. 

The  CiiAiRiiAX-.  Now,  when  you  speak  of  the  Domestic  Council  pay- 
roll, tliat  means  the  pa3"roll  within  the  White  House;  is  tluit  corrci  t  ? 

Mr.  Krogii.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CiiAiRMAX.  Mr.  F.hrliclunan's  payroll  ? 

Mr.  Krogu.  Yes,  sir;  that's  correct. 

The  CiiAii:.MAX.  Now 

Senator  Conox.  Excuse  me,  but  did  jou  .^ay  Mr.  Hunt  was  a  co\;n- 
selor  to  the  White  House  ?  / 

Mr.  Ki;ni;i[.  No.  sir.  Mr.  Colson  was  counsel  to  the  President. 

Senator  Cotto.v.  Yes;  but  you  also  said  something  about  >[r.  Hur.r's 
cai^acity? 

Mr.  Kucoii.  A  consultant. 

Senator  Coitox.  A  consultant,  pardon  ine.  That's  what  I  nicfnt. 
consultant.  You  mean  by  that  that  he  received  a  per  diem  or  was  he  on 
regular  compensation^ 

Mr.  Kkocii.  Sir,  I  don't  know  exactly  what  the  form  of  payment 
was  to  Ml'.  Hunt. 
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The  CnAir;:MAX.  But  he  was  on  the  'Whits  House  payroll  ? 

llr.  Ivr.ocH.  Yes.  sir.  As  a  consultrtnt.  as  I  understand. 

The  CHAiRiiAX.  Now,  vrhen  did  this  so-called  organization.  Plumb- 
ers Orcrmization,  come  into  existence  \  Do  you  have  a  date  ^ 

2tlr.  KnooH.  Yos,  sir.  It  \vai  apiiroxLiriateiv  in  c.ie  middle  of  Juiv 
l!)7x. 

The  Ch.ajkhax.  And  -wliat  was  your  precise  role?  In  other  words, 
explain  how  you  functioned  m  relation  to  the  other  members  of  this 
group. 

jMr.  Kp.ogh.  Yes.  sir.  My  job  was  to  initiate  the  work,  to  develop 
our  relationships  with  the  departments,  and  to  define  the  objectives  of 
our  work.  This  involved  working  with  task  groups,  working  groups 
in  the  departments  that  were  involved  and  that  had  suffered  some  leak- 
age of  sensitive  information. 

The  CHAiRiiAN.  Now,  did  you  consult  with,  the  so-caIled,Domestic 
Council  in  this  regard  on  difl'erent  occasions  as  to  how  you  would  lay 
out  the  work  ? 

ilr.  IvJJOOH.  No,  sir. 

The  CiiAUtiiAN'.  You  did  it  yourself? 

]Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CiiAiRjrAX.  But  they  had  Icnowledcre  of  what  you  were  doing? 

Mr.  Krogh.  I  believe  through  Mr.  Elirlichman  they  did. 

The  Chaikxiax.  Now,  when  did  your  association  with  the  plumbers 
ejul  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  It  lasted  up  until  approximately  December,  the  first 
part  of  Dec  mber  1071. 

The  Chaikmax.  Were  you  involved  in  a  day-to-day  basis  with  this 
group  from  mid  July  1971  to  December  1971  ? 

Jlr.  Krogh.  No,  sir. 

The  CiiArRjiAX.  You  said  it  ended  in  December  of  1971  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  correct. 

The  Chatrmax.  But  what  was  your  capacity?  Was  it  day-to-day  or 
just  frequently? 

Mr.  Krogh.  No,  sir;  it  was  not  day  to  day.  It  was  frequently  I  would 
discuss  with  !Mr.  Young  rhe  various  things  that  they  were  doing  bat 
it  was  not  a  day-to-day  business  and  my  involvement  ended  for  all 
practical  purposes  in  October  of  1071,  but  these  was  a  special  project 
which  came  up  in  December  which  I  did  participate  in. 

The  Ch.virmax.  According  to  what  you  said  in  your  statment  you 
had  other  work  to  do  also  in  the  White  House;  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Krogu.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CuArajfAX.  Now,  where  were  the  members  of  this  group  physi- 
cally located?  

yiv.  IvROfiH.  They  were  physically  located  on  the  first  floor  of  the 
old  Executive  Office  Building. 

The  Chairmax.  Do  you  have  the  room  number? 

Mr.  Krckih.  Yes.  sir.  It's  room  16. 

The  CiiAiR.-\rAX.  .Sixteen.  Was  there  a  conference  room  in  a  soiies 
of  rooms  used  l)y  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Young? 

^^^.  KnocH.  Yes,  sir:  there  was. 

The  Chairjiax.  Do  you  remember  the  number  of  that  or  was  it 
just  conference  room? 

^.ir.  K:;rioi!.  It  '.v.'.s  ji;.-t  a  confcrr'P.cf  room  in  room  l<'i. 
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I       Ti 


75 

The  CifAiujfAX.  Oh,  'n\  tlie  ;;iiiie  room? 

ilr.  KnoGH.  Yes.  sir. 

The  Ch.-virhan'.  Did  Mr.  Hunt  have  a  room  in  16,  the  Old  Executive 
Office  BuUding? 

ilr.  IvKOGH.  iN'o,  sir ;  he  did  not. 

The  CftAi.nM.v2*.  He  did  not.  but  lie  came  in  there  frequently? 

Mr.  Keogh.  Yes,  sir. 

The  CtLUioiAN".  Did  he  have  another  room  in  the  Executive  Office 
Building? 

Mr.  Krogh.  It  is  my  understanding  that  he  did. 

Mr.  CnAiKiiAX.  Do  you  Imow  where  that  was? 

Mr.  Krogh.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

The  Chaikjiax.  Or  the  number? 

Mr.  Krogh..No,  sir ;  I  don't. 

The  CuAUorAN.  Did  the  so-called  plumbers  in  room  16  have  a 
secretary? 

Mr.  IvROGH.  Yes,  sir ;  they  did. 

The  CuAuoiAX.  ^^ho  was  she  I 

Mr.  Krogh.  iliss  Kathy  Chenow. 

The  Chairhax.  Do  you  recall  how  she  came  to  work  for  the 
group  ? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir.  She  had  been  a  secretary  on  the  Domestic 
Council  and  was  assigned  to  this  project. 

The  CiLvnuiAx.  In  other  v.ords.  she  had  been  down  in  the  "Wliite 
House  and  she  was  assigned  to  this  particular  project? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir. 

The  C'HAiitiiAX.  Xow,  Miss  Chenow  has  reported  that  Mr.  Hunt  had 
a  private  phone  line  in  room  16  of  the  Old  Executive  Office  Building 
which  was  paid  by  a  I^Ir.  Campbell  on  Mr.  Ehrlichnian's  statf.  It's  also 
been  reported  that  Mr.  Bernard  Barker  called  Mr.  Hunt  on  that  phone 
•when  he  did  call  him:  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Krogh.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

The  Chairmax.  You  are  not  familiar  with  that? 

ilr.  Krogh.  I  am  not. 

The  Chairmax.  You  had  no  knowledge  of  any  private  line  in  that- 
room? 

Mr.  Krogh.  I  did  not. 

The  Chauoeax.  "Well,  do  you  know  who  paid  for  that  private  line? 

Mr.  Krogh.  No  sir.  Just  what  I  have  read. 

The  CiiArRjtAX.  You  didn't  hear  about  that,  whether  it  was  the 
Domestic  Council  or  whether  it  was  paid  by  the  Wliite  House? 

Mr.  Kkooh.  No,  sir. 

The  Chair3Iax.  Do  you  know  what  a  scramble  phone  is? 

Mr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir;  I  do. 

The  CiiAnsMAX.  -\nd  you  had  no  Icnowledge  of  a  scramble  phone? 

ilr.  Krogh.  Yes,  sir;  there  v.as  a  scramble  phone.  It's  hard  to  miss. 
It  sits  on  a  large  cube.  It's  a  telephone  which  encodes  outgoing  tele- 
phone conversation  and  decodes  incoming  telepiione  conversation. 
There  was  a  scramble  tele[)hone  in  that  unit. 

The  CnAiRstAX.  Do  you  know  who  arranged  for  its  installatioa? 

Mr.  Kkdcm.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Yoiiiiir  arranged  for  its  installation. 

Tho  CiiAiRjCAX.  ilr.  Yor.ng,  an-i  when  was  it  removed  '.  Do  you  re- 
call that? 
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48.2     JOHN  EHRLICHMN  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  8,    197 Z,    GRAND  JURY,   PEOPLE  v.  ^ 

EBRLICBMAS,    590-91 — 

Ql     To  your  knowledge,  did  iir.  John  Caan  madntain 
any  kind  of  working  relationship  with  or  among  the  iceaJbera  of 
the  Pltiiabors  Grouo? 

K  I'm  not  aware  that  hs  did. 

Q.  In  Point  Nuiiibar  9  Mr.  Krogh  says: 

"That  in  July,  1971,  tha  affiiint 

recczsmendad  to  Mr.  John  D.  Elirlichman  that 

Mr,  G.'  Gordon  Liddy  be  employed  by  the  special 

unit  33  an  investigator  and  staff  assistant. 

And  Mr.  Ehrlichman  subsequantly  authorized  the 

appointE^^nt  of  Mr.  Liddy." 

Is  that  a  trua  statensnt? 

K  Yes,  if  you  teike  esployaent  in  its  correct  sense. 

He  was  already  employed  at  the  Vfnite  House,  cind  he  was  a 
staff  assistant  on  the  v^iite.  House  Staff.   This  would  have 
been  in  the  nature  of  a  raassigncant  of  his  prinary  duties. 

Q:     A  reassignmsnt  to  the  special  unit,  I  take  it? 

fl.     Yes . 

Q.  ^-Jhat  qualifications  did  you  balieva  that  Mr.  Liddy 

possessed  such  that  he  could  ba  of  assistance  to  the  special 
unit  in  connection  with  its  special  project? 

a.  .    I  was  told  that  he  had  nany  years  of  investigation 
ejrperience  with  the  FBI  and  that  hs  would  bring  to  this  soxe 
talents  that  Mr.  Krogh  felt  he  needed. 

Ci     Did  you  r?j3Qt  \Tith  y-.    Liddy  as  a  result  of 
receiving  Mr.  Krogh 's  recommendation? 

A.     No,  I  did  not. 

Ql  Did  you   approva   of    tlia    c.T.ployn'.ent   —    and  bv   <-b-T+- 
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I   mean   the   assignnent  —   of   the    four   individuals  who 
ultinately   caine   -to  work    in    Rooni   16? 

By  that  I  mean  Mr.    Krogh,    Mr.   Liddy,    Mr.    Hunt, 
£md  Mr.   Ycung. 

Did  you  spacifically   approva  of   thair   a3signiuant: 
to  the   so-called  Gronp  in'  Roon  16,    the  Plumbers  unit,    as 
it  ware? 

A.  Yes,    I   think   I  did.      Not  in   one    fell  swoop, 

but  over  a  period  of  tirie.  1  tacitly  approved  Hunt's 
participation  in  this  in  the  sense  that  I  knew  he  was 
participating  in  it. 


Q.  VJas  Sia   fact  that  Ilr.   Liddy  had  praviously  acquired 

a  background  from  the  FBI  of  sonia  inportanca   to  you  in 
determining  V7hether  or  not  he  should  be  employed  as   a  neober 
of  tha   Room  16   Group? 

A.  No.      I   think  really  that  the  only  thing  that 

determined  it,    as   far  as   I  was   coAcerned,  was   that  Bud  Krogh 
w£mted  him  and  that  was   good  enough  'for  me; 

I  was   in   tha  practice  of  deferring  to  my  staff 
almost  entirely  in  the  selection  of  their  staff  assistants; 
and  so  when  he  said,    "I'd  li]<3   to  use   Liddy  in  this  way," 
I   don't  think   I  even   reflected  on  it. 

A3   long  as   that  was  his   desire,    that  was 
determinative . 

Ql  In  Point  Nu.-±i3r   1-i,    l-lr.    Krcgh   nays: 

"That  during  tha   early  stages   of    the 

investigation   affiant  received  information 

suggesting   that   Dr.    Ellsbarg  did  not  act 


W 
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0.  How  many  peopla  were  present  at  that  meeting? 

A.  I  would  judga   a  dozen. 

Qi  And  did  that  ir.eeting  have   emything   to  do  with   the 

so-called  Pentagon  Papers? 

S.  Not  specifically,    no,    sir. 

Ql  Can  you  tell  ns    the  general  topic? 

A.  I  believe   it  had   to  do  with   a  leak   on   the  SALT 


negotiations. 

Ql  Did  you  have   some   understajiding  at   the   tirr^  '>f 

that  meeting,    that   first  meetii^g  with  Mr.    Krogh,    as    to  what 
his  position  was? 

A.  I  understood  something  that  he  was    assistant   to 

Mr.    Ehrlichnan. 

Ql  I   direct  your  attention   to  Grand  Jury  Exhibit 

Number   33   for  identification.      Do  you  recognize    the  person 
in   that  photograph? 

K  Yes,    sir. 

0     Who  is  that,  sir? 

A.     Mr.  Egil  Krogh. 

Ql  What  specific  duties  were   given  to  you  as   a 

result  of  or  during  that  particuTar  raeeting? 

A.  Once   I  had  made   the   recommendations   that  I  was 

allowed   to  make,    I   received  no   further  instructions. 

Ql  All   right.      What  did  you  then  do  in   connection 

with  your  c^/n   respor.^ibilties? 

A.  Very   shortly    thereafter,    Mr.    Colson   indicated 

to  me   that   I   should   report   to  Room   16   in    the  basement  of    the 
Old   Executive    Office   Building. 


l]OTE- — THIS  TESTIMONY  IS  REPRODUCED  IN  THE  FORM  IN  WHICH  IT  WAS 
RECEIVED  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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Ql  And  did  you  do   so? 

A.  I  did. 

Qi     Can  you  toll  us  the  approxicate  dato  that  you 
received  this  instruction  from  Mr.  Colson? 

A.     I  would  have  to  put  it  in  late  July  of  that  year, 
1971. 

Qi     Did  Mr.  Colson  tell  you  why  you  were  to  report  to 
that  particular  room? 

A.     No,  sir. 

(Jl  All   right.      V?hat  did  you  do  after  receiving 

that  instruction? 

fl.  I   did  as   instructed.      Was   introduced   to  Mr.    Young. 


I  had  met  Mr.    Krogh  previously.      I  roet  Mr.    Liddy,    !-lr.    G. 
Gordon   Liddy,    for  the   first   time. 

There  was   a   secretary  already   installed   in  this 
office.      I  was   told   that   this  v/as   a  high   security   area, 
the  highest  security   area  in   the  Executive   complex  with   the 
exception  of   the  Presidential  office  itself. 

There  was   a  special  alarm  system,    three-way 
combination  safes.      And   there  was   also   a   type   of  war  room. 
I  don't  kncrf  quite  how  else   to  describe   it.      It  was   an 
office   in  which    there  was   a   cork  bulletin  board.      It  indicated 
a   large  number  of  ongoing  projects,    their  status,    and  the 
najfies   of   the   individuals   responsible   for   their   complex. 

Ql  How   soon   after  you  arrived   there   did  you  reach 

sorr.e    understanding   as    to  what   rhe    chain    of   co.ruT.ar.c  was 
between  and  among  those  who  had  been  assigned   to    that 
particular   room? 


(822) 


4B.  3     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  6,    1972,    GRAND  JURY,   PEOPLE  v. 


EHRLICHMAN_j_  222-24 


'O   ' 


A.     Almost  immediately . 

Q.  ■  And  what  was    the   chain   of   coiaraand? 

A.  Mr.    Krogh  was    the   supervisor,    Mr.    Young  was   his    — 

David  Young  was  his   Deputy.      Mr.    Liddy  was   the    third  raan 
in   the   chain  of  connand.      And  I  was   --   as    an   independent 
contractor-consultant,   had  no  place   really  on   any 
organizational  chart.      I  was   available    for  consultatiofl, 

for  assistance   to  all   of   the  nanied  gentlecien, 

- 

Q.     Had  you  kncvn  Mr.  Gordon  Liddy  prior  to  being 
assigned  to  this  Roon  16  entity? 

K  Vc ,   sir. 

ft  I  direct  your  attention,   if  I  nay,    to  Grand 

Jury  Exhibit  Nui:i)er  32    for  identification.      Do  you 
recognize   the  person  in  that  picture? 

A  Yes,    sir. 

Q  Who  is  that,    sir? 

A  Mr.    G.    Gordon   Liddy. 

ft  Had  you  known  Mr.    Young  prior  to  being   assigned 

to  the   Room  16   Group? 

A  No,    sir. 

ft     After  you  had  been  assigned  to  that  Group,  what 
xinderstanding  did  you  reach  with  respect  to  what  Mr.  Liddy 's 
background  had  been? 

A     Mr.  Liddy  volunteered  to  me,  once  ho  had  learned 
that  I  was  a  retired  CIA  Officer,  that  ha  had  spent  sor.e  tirre 
with  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  and  subsequently 
he  had  been  involved  in  narcotics  work  with  the  Treasury, 
and  his  most  recent  assignment  had  been,  I  believe,  as  a 
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^  ['  •»/2ll  be  the  cane.      Hov/aver ,    sometiras  between  the  thirteanth  c.t c. 
twsntiefch   of  July,    Mr,    Shrlichmsm    colri.  ir.e    that   a   decision   had 
bs:Sri  mads   to  'astabiish  a  spscial    investigating  unit  which 
would  dsal  v;ith  ths     Pentagon  Pe.pars   and  otiier  Escurity   leaJcs 
that  vara  at  that  tiras  of  vaii'  creat  concarn  to  tha  V?hit3  Houc;; 

I  rogret  I   cannol;  ba  nora  precise,   but   I  know  it  was 
bsfore  ths  tv7sntieth  and  it  may  hava  'DSiiX\  as   early  as  the  tliir- 
tesnth;    I  kiiov;  that  it  was   shortly  after  a  niseting  which 
occurred  in  San  Clensnte  on  July  12,      Isi  sny  event,    1  know  the/i 
Mr.   Ehrlichraan  told  me  that  Mr.   Xrcgh  had  been  assigned  full 
responsibility  for  the  project.      Ha  might  v/all  have  mentioned 
that  I-ir,   Young  v;ag   also  to  be  assigned  to  ;uhe  project  at  the 
saii^e   tirsa. 

Mr.   Shrllohman  also  ashed  that  I   assign  lir.   Hunt  to  Mr. 
Krogh   so  that   all  actiA'ities   cor.ld  be  ni,?^cged  and  coordinated 
by  Krogh,      Ms   diary  reflects   tliat  I  did  ntset  v;ith  Krogh  and 
Kunt  on  Tiiursday,   J'oiy  22,   1971.      As   I  recall,   the  purpose  of 
the  meeting  vfas  to  introduce  the  tvo  icen  and  to  explain  to  Hunc 
that  he  would  thereafter  be  reporting  to  Kr.   Krogh,      It  was 
agreed,   hcvavsr,   that  Hunt  \:o^jld  complete   soine  of  the  research 
that  he  had  started  for  aa  and  would  continue   to   provide  ma 
with   information   involving  the  period  covered  by  the  Pentagoii 


22  ( 
I 
! 

•;;3   ;     ?^':;er3 ,   pi;rticL;lari/  -'-.he  Di-_:!  coeo 

i| 

24    ;'  On   July    22,    I   sent   a  i.tiL^io  to  Mr.    Shrlichiaan   advising  hiii 

j-j   il    of   the   "Jiaeti.-g,    -.n£o±:v.:.nq   hhn  tJiat   I   had  c.ssignad  Hunt   to 
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j  had  bean  dona   to  cl=*t'Sj   iiho   3ia.tti3  of  propcsed  congressional 
>  hearings,   at  cat-sra,-    ajid  Krc-gh's  disGUSL^icn  of  his  plans  vrich 

i  r^Gpact  to  nai^aging  the  invsLitigative  unit* 

i 

en'-,  a  K;2ir.o  to  rre,    listing  ssvac-ai 


Krogh,   giving  hiTu  fi  vary  c;aa5;Ciil  status  report  on  ressarch  th£ 


i:iUii-;  -st 


r.-:     I 


i      On  Jyi."  23-  I'ir.-  rfv-i 

i  it'STTis  he  proposed  for  ccnsidsriitioa  in  coniiacticn  with  th^ 

investigation  of  Dr.  Slisbsrg-   Ona  of  the  ita/r.s  was  a  r>s>cho~ 

j  logical  profile  of  Elisbsrg  by  the  CIA;  another  item  referred 
1 
to  his  psychiatric  records;  another  Lten,proposed  intarvi>iws 

with  fomer  associates  of  Ellsberg-   As  beat  as  7.   csji  rec.-^ll, 

j  because  fchia  was  Krogh's  responsibility-  I  simply  referred  the 

i'  r.eao  to  him,  possibly  with  sons  handwritten  notation » 
I  received  a  r.'.eao  on  August  3y  1971,  froi-.i  Hassrs.  Krcgh 
j  aiiiil  Young  in  vrhich  th.;y  stated  that  s.2'/eral  of  the  ideas  pro- 

1  posed  bv  Mr,  Hunt,  including  the  CI?»  profile,  v/are  in  proue.  s. 

i 

i  Incidental IVf   no  reference  V7a£  iriade  to  tiie  Sllsberg  p3ych:.a-:-ric: 

! 

I  records,      I   simply   filed  the  it'.err.o  from  r-zessrs.    Yoiong   and  ^'.rogh. 
j  It  v;as  Ky  iTiprasdion  thrcughcut  this   oaricdj    in  fact   frcs; 

j  the  beginning  of  Hunt's  relationship  with  tlie  VJhite  House ^    that 
i  he  was   in   franuent  and  close  consiunicationi  v/ith  the  CIA. 

3 
i 

j  Whsj^iar  this  v-'as  on  his  ov/n  or  at  so.T.eone'.s  express  direction, 

1 
'•'   cannot  say. 

i  My   contir.L'in.g   r?;;:p';r,r'ibility   in    i;hi3    ■'^re^.   aftor  Ju.lv    2r. 

i.ated    uo   ruis  dr^ssi-i-r.iinacio:'.  of.   any   iiifortn.-.tion  v/ltich  Ric'hc  be 


j:  dr^iveloped  by    tl'ia  fupacr-.al   invftstigatincj   uuir,  or  by  Mr.    Hu.r..t'3 


'SPT.ri'^cT 
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49.     During  the  period  from  July  1971  to  December  1971  Ehrlichiaan 
authorized  Gordon  Liddy  to  conduct  an  unspecified  number  of  v/iretaps 
on  persons  whose  names  have  not  been  disclosed. 
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49.1     JOHN  EHFLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,   JULY  24,    1973  6  SSC  2535. 


2535 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  have  any  role  in  autliorizing  other  wiretaps? 
Mr.  EiiRLTcinfAX.  From  time  to  time,  I  did. 
Mr.  Dash.  Wliat  area,  would  you  tell  us? 

Mr.  EnRLiciiMAX.  Well,  now  we  are  in  this  area 

Mr.  Dash.  I  am  not  asking  for  any  specific  taps.  I  am  not  asking  for 
specificity. 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  Xational  security,  generally  national  security 
objectives.  I  am  under  a  stricture  which  really  doesn't  permit  me  to  be 
very  responsive  to  your  question. 

Mr.  Dash.  We  appreciate  that  and  should  there  come  a  time  when 
we  have  to  get  into  it  any  more  thoroughly,  the  committee  can  respond 
to  that.  But  I  am  not  going  into  any  specific  point. 
Mr.  EHRLicii>tAX.  I  imderstand. 
I'       Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  a\ithorize  Mr.  Liddy's  wiretaps  in  your  role  of 
I    supervising  the  Special  Investigations  Unit? 

1        Mr.  EnrxiCHMAx.  In  1971.  that  was  so.  In  1969,  as  counsel,  I  author- 
ized an  attempt  which  never  came  to  anything.  It  was  not  actually 
accomplished.  But  beyond  that,  it  would  have  been  in  one  of  those  two 
capacities,  either  as  counsel  in  1969  or  in  my  relationship  to  this  unit 
.inl9?l. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  aware  of  the  electronic  surveillance  on  Joseph 
Kraft's  house  ? 

Mr.  Enrj^iCHMAx.  That  was  the  one  that  I  was  talking  about  in  1969 
that,  so  far  as  I  know,  never  happened. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  who  was  involved  in  attempting  to  com- 
mit that  wiretap? 

Mr.  EiiitLicHMAX.  Yes,  Mr.  Caulfield  was. 
Mr.  Dash.  I  didn't  hear  you. 
Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  Mr.  Jack  Caulfield  was. 
Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  ever  discuss  that  tap  with  the  President? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  am  sure  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  the  purpose  of  the  placing  of  that  tap 
was? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  It  was  a  national  security  purpose. 
Mr.  Dash.  Now,  did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  there  was  an  effort 
to  either  break  into  the  Brookings  Institute  or  firebomb  the  Brookings 
Institute? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  us  how  it  came  to  your  attention? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  It  came  to  my  attention,  I  think,  from  John  Dean 
at  the  time  that  he  came  to  California,  as  he  has  described  in  his 
testunony. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  is  his  testimony  essentially  correct  on  that? 
Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  Well,  I  can't  \oueh  for  the  heai-say  aspects  of  it. 
He  says  Jaclc  Caulfield  told  him  that  somebody  else  told  him  that  I  had 
authorized  this  thing.  aT\d  that  is  hearsay  so  many  times  removed  that 
it  is  very  difficult  to  cope  with. 

I  can  say  vpit  bi-iefly.  1  didn't  authorize  it. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  who  authorized  it? 

Mr.  EHRL!CH:\tAX.  No.  I  don't. 

Mr.  Da^ti".  Did  you  ever  look  into  who  authorized  it? 

Mr.  Ehi;i,ichm.\x.  Xo.T  didn't. 

Mr.  Dash.  "What  was  he  askini:  vou  to  do  about  it? 
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50.     Charles  Colson's  responsibility  with  respect  to  the  Speci^sl 
Investigations  Unit  was  to  disseminate  the  information  obtained  by 
the  Unit.   In  this  connection,  Colson  prepared  memoranda  to  Ehrlichman 
concerning  efforts  undertaken  to  encourage  Congress  to  hold  hearings 
on  the  Pentagon  Papers  matter. 
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50.1     OT/WLffS  COLSON  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  19.    1973.    SUBCOMMITTEE  OF 
SENATE  APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION.    4S4-SS. 

mmkA 

Krogh,  giving  him  a  vary  aana;:al  status  report  on  researcn  tha': 
had  been  done  to  dat'S,  ths  scacus  of  prcspcsed  congressionaJ. 
hearings,  at  catsra^  ?jid  Krogh" s  discus^sicn  of  his  plans  .'?ith 
respect  to  raanaging  the  invsiJtigative  unit. 

On  Jiily  23 e  fir.  Huat  senn  a  msaio  to  ce,  listing  seve  cal 
items  he  proposes  for  considerution  in  connection  with  thi 
investigation  of  Dr=  Sllsbsrg^  One  of  the  items  was  a  ps  /cho- 
logicai  profile  of  Elisberg  by  the  CIA;  another  item  referred 
to  his  psychiatric  records;  another  item  proposed  interviiiws 
with  former  associates  of  Ellsbsrg.  As  best  as  I  can  recall, 
because  this  was  Krogh' s  responsibility,  I  siinply  referred  the 
meino  to  him,  possibly  with  soir.s  handwritten  notation. 

I  received  a  nvsno  on  August  3,  1971,  frorti  Ifessrs.  Krogh 
and  Young  in  \*hich  thay  stated  that  several  of  the  ideas  pro- 
posed by  r^.  Hisnt,  including  the  CXA  profile,  were  in  process^ 
Incidentally,  no  reference  was  made  to  ths  Elisberg  psychi-.atjric: 
records,   I  simply  filed  the  memo  from  Kessrs.  Young  and  ILrogh. 

It  v;as  rcy  impression  throughout  this  period,  in  fact  from 
the  beginning  of  Hunt's  relationship  with  the  White  House,  that 

}  he  v;as  in  frequent  and  close  concnunication  with  the  CIA. 

i 

Ivrnether  this  v?as  on  his  ovm  or  at  somaona',?  express  direction, 

I 

! I   cannot  say. 


3  jl     My  continuiiig  responsibility  in  this  area  after  July  22 
24  j  related  to  tiis  dissaraination  of  any  information  which  might  bs 
23  !i  developed  by  the  special  investigating  aaiv.  or  by  Mr.  Hunt's 
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research.      According   to  my  diary,    I  did  see  Ilc„    Hunt   frora  ti.'ae 


to  tima  up  to  August.  13 y    19/1.      By  msnio  of  August   13,    I 
directed  my  adiTiinistrative   assistant  to  reassign  tl-.&  office 
I  Hunt  had  baan  'jsing   sines  Iv.  had  moved   into  what  was  kno'.-nri.   as 
j   the  Room  IC  operation.     My  c iary  shows  no  maetings  or  visits 
with  Kr.   Hunt   from  Augiist  13   iiiitil  after  Labor  Day. 

On  August  15 ^    the  President  announced,   as   I  atra  sure  you 
remsmbar,  what  was  than  knaw:i   as   the  Nsv;  Eccnosnic  Policy.      I 
was  given  the  task  of  mobilising  public  support  for  the  Presi- 
dent's econoniic  policies.     As  I  recall  and  as  ray  records   indi- 
cates   I  was  almost  totally  involved  for  several  weeks  after 
August  15  in  handling  matters  relating  to  the  President's 
economic  initiatives. 

During  this  period  oz  my  almost   total   involvement  in  the 
President's  nevT  economic  policy,  my  coinriunications  with  regard 
to  this  matter  were  solely  v;ith  Mr.  Shrlichraem  and  they  warti 
liiQited  An  nuiTiber  and   isolated   in  coRte5;to      None  of   these 
conanunications   involved  the  CIA. 

X  have,    as  tliis  cosaaittae  doubtless  knows,    given  an  inter- 
view to  the  FBI  with   respect  to  aiy  }cnoVrledge  or  lack  thereof  o:: 
the  break-in  of  Mr.   Ellsberg's  psychiatrist's  office.     The  FBI 
\  report  of  that  interview  was  raads  public.      I  have  also  testi- 
fied extensivaly  v:ith  respect  tc  tliis  riattsr  before   the  grand 

j  jury  presently  investigating  it  in  Los  isiqsles  County,      I   ei.i 

I 

;  obv5.oixsly  prepcired  to  .arisv:er  any  qiissticns   in  tlixa   regar^i 
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50.2  E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  10,    1973,   SSC  EXECUTIVE  SESSION, 
100         

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony.  SSC  Executive" Session.  September  10.  1973.        100 
100. 

Mr.  Hunt.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Or  Krogh? 

Mr.  Ihjnt.  No,  sir,  with  the  exception  of  the  fact  they 
were  the  holders  of  the  documentation  on  Ellsberg. 

Mr.  Lenzner.   Did  Colson  indicate  to  you  for  whom  he  was 
conducting  this  study? 

Mr.  Hunt.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Lenzner.  Or  for  what  purpose  or  for  what  ose  he  was 
going  to  make  of  it? 

Mr.  Hunt.  No,  sir,  except  I  would  refer  back  to  our  July 
1st  taped  conversation  which  he  referred  to  political  gain  for 
the  Administration,  and  certainly  my  memorandum  of  July  28 
reflects  an  awarness  [sic]  of  the  purposes. 


Mr.  Armstrong.  Was  it  in  fact  clear  from  the  beginning 
that  the  purpose  of  developing  information  on  Ellsberg  was  for 
release  to  the  newspapers  or  to  the  press  in  one  form  or 
another? 

Mr.  Hunt.  That  that  was  certainly  one  of  the  objectives, 
yes. 

Mr.  Armstrong.  Most  likely  the  principal  one  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Colson's  responsibility? 

Mr.  Hunt.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Colson's  responsibilities, 
yes. 


Mr.  Armstrong.  Therefore,  with  regard  to  yourself  at  that 
time? 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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so.  3     JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,   JULY  26,    1973,    7  SSC  2670 

2670 

Senator  "Wetcker.  Let's  go  to  page  5 : 

lu  counectiou  with  issue  (!)),  it  is  im[K)rtaut  to  point  -mt  that  with  the  recent 
article  on  Ellshers's  lawTtr,  Boudin,  we  liave  already  started  on  a  negative  press 
iniase  for  ElIslK>r?.  If  tlie  l>resent  Hunt/Liddy  Pro;«;t  Number  1  is  succtssful, 
it  will  be  nbsnlut.My  essentiiil  to  have  an  ortTall  .-an:e  plan  derelor^'d  for  its 
uw  in  conjunction  with  tl-.e  Conjrressional  investigation.  In  tliLs  connection,  I 
helieve  that  the  point  of  P.uctianan's  memorandum  on  attackin™  Kllsber^  through 
tlie  press  sliould  lielxjrne  in  mind  ;  namely.  tiuU  the  .lit^ation  being  attucke<l  is  too 
big  to  be  undermined  liv  planted  leaks  among  the  friendly  press. 

So  you  knew  there  Avas  a  pre^s  purpose  to  this  break-in? 
Mr.  EiiKLicH>[A.N-.  Well,  as  I  said  yesterday,  Senator,  I  don"t  liave 
a  recolle<:tion  of  the  memo  itself,  if  you  arc  asking  me  what  I  knew 
about  an  express  purpose  of  the  investigation  of  Daniel  Ellsberg,  I 
have  testified  already  my  understanding  of  the  purposes. 

The  object  here  was  not  to  prosecutl;  ifr.  Ellsberg,  and  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  not  to  prosecute  ^[r.  Ellsberg  and  not  to  persecute  Mr. 
Ellsberg.  The  object  here  was  this  s;ime  unit  conducted  with  regard 
to  the  arras,  the  strategic  arms  limitation  tallvs  and  other  security 
matters,  and  that  was  to  find  out  how  it  happened  "and  to  make  sure 
"within  the  Gir'^'ernment  that  it  did  not  happen  again. 

iS^'ow,  with  regard  to  the  congressional  hearing  aspects  and  the  public 
relations  aspects  of  tliis  EJhberg  case,  I  think  you  can  develop  addi- 
tional information  on  that  from  others.  I  am  no't  your  best  witness  on 
that.  I  do  know  that  there  was  in  the  VTraiQ  Ploiise  a  desire  to  air 
this  whole  thing  once  the  facts  were  known,  and  it  was  hoped  that  a 
committee  of  the  Congress  would  pick  it  up  and  would  c;ill  witnesses 
and  would  expose  how  such  a  thing  could  happen  in  our  governmental 
system  today  yvhere  the  treachery  was  within  the  Govcrmneiit,  if  it 
was,  or  the  treaclieiy  was  in  the  think-tank  apparatus,  if  tiiere  was. 
and  I  am  not  suggesting  tliere  was,  but  whether  tJiere  was,  and  who  the 
indmduals  involved  were,  what  their  motivations  were,  and  why  this 
thing  happened. 

So  I  don't  question  for  a  minute  that  tliere  was  under  active  consid- 
eration the  pos.sibility  of  fostering  a  congressional  inquiry  into  this, 
and  I  have  to  say  it  would  have  l>een  a  liealtliy  thing  if  we'could  have 
had  such  a  thing. 

But  as  far  as  the  management  of  tliat  particular  etlort  is  concerned, 
lam  nor  your  man. 

Senator  Weickkk.  You  are  my  man. 

Mr.  Eirni.icn.xrAX.  vSir:' 

Senator  "\\  EKKEK.  You  are  mv  man:  vou  aiv  a  good  witness. 
[LaugJitcr.] 

Do  you  acknowledge  tliis  memoranduin  wliich  I  referred  to.  the 
August  26  lueinoraiKluui,  having  received  it  ? 

Islv.  EHRr.irii>UAX.  I  don't  ku.nv  wiuit  vou  iiioan  by  acknowledged. 
I  spo  an  -T,"  on  it  t!iat  is  ivrtainly.verv  mucli  my  "E.""  And  it  wmild 
indicate  that  I  !iad  read  it  and  tliat  1  had  approved  the  concept  of 
having  a  nicetiug  on  Soi)tenibLM-  0  witli  Mardian.  liuzhardc.  Kroirlu 
loung,  and  MatoniLer.  aiul  I  diink  tliat  meeting  was  eventually  lu'^ld. 

Senator  Wkickkp..  And  one  of  the  que:^lions  r.aised  in  the  memoran- 
duin, if  you  just  slip  back  to  t!ie  page  I'cforc  at  tlu>  Inittom  of  paire  4, 
says,  ''How  (luickiy  do  wc  advance  to  biini:  about  a  chani^e  in  Klls- 
bcrg's  image."  '  ^ 
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ELEMENTS  OF  PROJECT   "ET  AL.  "  AND  AGENCY  RESPONSIB LE 


H 


1)     U.S.    V.    Ellsberg 


2)  Investigation  of  participants 
in  preparation 

3)  Analysis  of  preparation 

4)  Investigation  of  industrial 
security  provisions,   ie.    RAND 


Criminal  Prosecution  Section  of 
ISD/DOJ  (Mardian) 


DOD  (Buzhardt) 
DOD  (Buzhardt) 


DOD  (Buzhardt) 


'•■G2S0? 


5)    Analysis  of  what  parts  of  study 
have  been  published 

6).  Damage  assessment 


DOD  (Buzhardt) 

DOD  (Buzhardt),   State  (Macomber), 
CIA  (Carver) 


7)    In-house  review  of  procedures  State  (Macomber),    CIA  (Osborne) 


8)  Study  of  vrhole  classification  and 
declassification  system  (NSSM  113) 

9)  Analysis  and  evaluation  of  Ells- 
berg and  related  investigations 


DOJ  (Rehnquist)  -  Interdepartmental 


DOJ/ISD  (Mardian) 


10)     Overall  intelligence  evaluation 
climate 

11)     Congressional  investigation 
(Hebert,    Arends) 


•commend  12)    Investigation  of  all  participants 
and  related  leads 


13)  Political  fall-out  from  study 

in  general  and  coup  involvement 
in  pa rticular 

14)  Special   investigation  and  sur- 
veillance 


DOJ/ISD  (Mardian) 


(John  D.    Ehrlichman,   H.    R.   Haldeman! 


FBI 


Colson 
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50.5     CHARLES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  14,    1971 


TH£  WHITE    house: 

WA  SHINGTON  "1 

July  14..  1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:  JOHN  EHRLICHMAN 

FROM:  CHARLES  COLSOKtJ-^ 

SUBJECT:  Ichord  Hearin^Q  OOq  .-j 

I  met  today  v/ith  Bill  Hecht  who  is  a  Republican  hard-liner,   but 
very  close  to  Ichord.     He  has  been  temporarily  placed  on  the  staff 
of  the  House  Internal  Security  Committee.      From  all  I  know,    Hecht 
is  very  reliable.     Most  importantly  he  is  very  much  in  sympathy 
with  what  we  would  like  to  do  with  the  Ellsbsrg  conspiracy  issue. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  was  to  explore  with  Hecht  whether  he 
could  act  as  the  principal  coordinator  from  the  Hill  end  on  the 
Ellsberg  operation.     He  would  be  the  contact  through  whom  Hiuit 
would  feed  material  and  in  turn  he  would  see  that  Ichord,    Fletcher 
Thompson  and  others  used  it  properly. 

Hecht  was  enthusiastic  over  the  prospect,    is  all  for  it,    believes  a 
case  can  be  made  and  is  in  all  respects  a  good  Hill  counterpart  for 
the  Hunt  operation.     Hecht  tells  me,   however,   that  the  week  after 
he  joined  the  Committee  staff,    Ichord  reached  the  decision  definitely 
to  run  for  Governor  of  A'lissouri.      Ichord  is  not  worried  about  the 
general  election  because  he  gets   significant  Republican  and  conserva- 
tive support.      Pie  is  worried  about  the  Democratic  primary  and  is, 
therefore,    very  reluctant  to  start  any  sensational  HISC  hearings.' 
Hecht  tells  me  that  the  argument  the  hearings  would  "make"  him  as 
Governor  fall  on  deaf  ears.     Ichord  has  to  appeal  to  the  liberals  and 
if  he  gets  by  the  nomination,    he  feels  he  has  already  made  the 
governorship. 

Kccht  says,    however,    that  Ichord  is  first  and  foreinost  a  patriot  and 
that  if  the  President  personally  were  to  tell  Icliord  that  this  was  a 
nu'.uLer  "important  to  the  national  security"  Ichord  would  order  the 

hcarin_';s   ;n!'-Tiedlat oly,    not\;'iLhb tandia,:;  t'r.e  ir:ip:ict  it  inight  h,^.\.  c  on 
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his  chances  fox'  the  governorship.      Ichord  also  has  planned  a  full 
ifionth  of  cainpaignlng  in  Missouri  during  August,    but  again  would 
cancel  this  and  hold  the  hearings  if  he  were  to  receive  such  a  phone 
call.     August  would  be  ideal  from  ever/  standpoint;  more  importantly 
tlie  Cominittee  could  doininate  the  media  since  Congress  v/ill  be  out 
of  session. 

The  Ichord  attitude  raises  some  very  serious  questions.      First,   I 
would  be  personally  reluctant  to  recommend  that  the  President  make 
the  call  unless  he  could  cover  it  in  such  terms  that  it  would  never 
come  back  to  haunt  him.     Secondly,   we  must  be  certain,  that  v/e 
have  a  very  good  case  to  give  Ichord.     If  we  v/ere  to  really  twist 
his  arm  and  one  v/ay  or  another  get  him  to  hold  hearings  and  then 
couldn't  supply  him  with  a  lot  of  information,    there  is  a  risk  that 
he  would  bounce  back  at  us  very  hard  and  the  \^'holtJ^^^^^  could 
backfire. 

We  have  a  number  of  options  at  this  point.  V/e  could  go  to  another 
committee.  Hebert  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  might 
be  prevailed  upon  to  set  up  a  Subcommittee  under  the  Chairmanship 
of  Samuel  Stratton.  We  could  place  a  couple  good  investigators  on 
it  and  carefully  select  the  membership  and  probably  get  the  desired 
result.  We  could  continue  to  press  the  Ichord  prospect  or  we  could 
move  over  to  the  Senate  and  work  through  Eastland. 

I  think  what  is  urgently  needed  is  an  assessment  of  how  good  our 
information  is  and  how  effective  we  think  we  can  be  in  putting  our 
case  together.     After  that  judgment  is  made,    then  decide  whether 
\   v/e  should  press  for  Ichord  or  try  for  Sam  Stratton  and  the  House 
\  VAjrned  Services  Coinmittee. 

In  any  event,    I  think  Vv-e  need  to  inake  soiv.e  basic  decisions  and  get 
this  rolling  or.v.;g  v/ill  lose  the  August  recess  opportunity. 


.ij 


.1 


\ 
\ 


r-         '---       \v^.^.^^     - 


NOTE:      THE  TEXT  OF  THE  ABOVE  HANDWRITTEN  NOTE  IS  AS  FOLLOWS  - 

THIS  MAY  BE  ACADEMIC  IN  VIEW  OF  MARDIANS '  CALL  TO  ME  TONITE? 
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aie-\ioka>:dum  for  the  record  f       002^ b (J  v-H-i 

iv;UEriXG5  ON'  JUEY  20,    1971,    9:00  A.M.    to  1:15    P.  M. 

Mcftinga  witti-  DoD  Oificials;   Fred    Buzhartl:;     Counsel  to  tb.e  Departrr.2nt 
OL  Defense;  John  Stahl  and  Jack  Crorr.ar,    investigators  under    Buzhardt, 
and  Emll  licr.aull:.     crvptoprr.phic    analyst. ^_ 


My  objecti\-e  was  to  gain  an  overview  of  exactly  v.'iiat  Dafonse  v^'as  doing 
in  connection  v/ith  the  Ellsherg  case  and  related  matters.  Specifically, 
the  whole  question  of  security  in  the  aftermath   of  the  Pentagon  Papers. 


The  following  are  points    discussed    or  issues  raised   in  the  course  of  the 
meetings. 

1.      Buzhardt    said  that  the  meeting   between   Mardian,    Ma  comber    and 
Congressmen  Hubert    and  Arends  went  well: 

A.  The  Congressmen  v/ere  willing   to  pursue    the  idea  of   an 
investigation. 

B.  The  mechanics    v/ere  worked  out;   mainly  that  the  Hdbeirt-Arends 
Subcommittee  of  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  v/ould  begin  a  rather 
low-key   investigation  into  the  question  of  security   as  a  result  of  the  resolu- 
tion  which  they  had  introduced.beginning  with  the  subjects  of  why  documents 
need  to  be  classified,    vvho  classifies  them,    etc.     The  inquiry  would  then 
become  mora  specific  v.-ith  as  much  being  held  in  the  open  as  possible. 

It  was  agreed  that   we  would  set.  the  format. 

C.  We  would  supply  the  substantive  data  and  the  scenario. 

It  was  generally  agreed  by  all  that  it   v,^ould  take  at  least  30  days  to  crank 
up  tiie  niaterial  necessary  for  this  investigation. 


2.      The  Defense  analysis  and  investigation  team    on  this  matter  involves 
about  -!0   persons  full  time.      The  analysis  teani   is  basically  trying  to  find 
out: 

--    what  documents   wore  used  in  the  publish.ed  papers; 

--  who  prepared  those  documents; 

--  v/ho  thieir   superior    v.-as; 

--    who  had  access    to  the  docui^-.onts; 

--  who  controlled  the;■'.^:. 

--  uiiat  parts  were  pritited    in  v.hr.t   nev/spapers. 
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.-,.      To  d-jlc,    the  analvslb  tear.-.  tl;inlc3  it  iir.s  id-r^/iricci  the  aourc-  of  n'^^n-'j 

:■'}'   hut  lO":    of  the  Times  articles.      It  is  ir,terestin;j;  to  note  in  the  first  'A/r1 

f;!vc-c.  d;;.y3  tlie  Jncw  York  Times  articU's  were  mado  up  of  -='V':',  narration       "uJj 
?.!ul  52".i)  documents.      80%  of  the  documents  were  from  the  •.vo '.■!■- in-j  papers. 

4.  As  to  how  many  of  the  volumes  tlie  newop^-.por s  had,    they  think  tliat 
the   Tinics  is  missing  four  volunn.es  and  th.e  Post  nine.      It  is  possible  also 
thi."   tlie  Post  did  not  get  its  volun-ies  from  the'  sr-.me  source  as  the  Tinies. 

G024G1 

5.  Volunies    distributed  outside  tlie  go vern:-:icnt  in  addition  to  those  given 
to    Rarid   'as  ex"piaincd  below)    went  to  \lcXamara,    Clifford    aud  L3J. 
State  also  had  two  volurp.es  and  Defense,    of  course,    had  several. 

6.  In  addition  to  those    at  the  Grand  Jury   investigation  who  were  involved 
in  the  xeroxing    with  Ellsberg,    it  now  appears  that  the  former  South 
Vietnamese  Ambassador   to  the  U.S.    from  1965  to  196S   was  present  at 
some  of  the  xeroxing.     He  is  presently  in  Africa  and  Mardian's  office  v/ill 
be  sending  a  special  State  security  investigator  to  talk  with  him  shortly. 
There  is  no  indication  yet   of  any  present  U.S.    Government  official  being 
involved. 

7.  Chronological  Sequence  Related  to  the  Vietnam  Study: 

(l)     December  18,   1968  letter  on  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense 
letterhead   from  Gelb,    Halpern  and  Warnke  to  Henry  Rowen  of  Rand 
transmitted: 

a.  Warnke   private  papers; 

b.  McNaughton  private  papers; 

c.  Task  Force  papers  (38  volumes) 

Rand  could  grant  access  to    these  papers  but   had  to  inform  Gelb, 
Halpern  and  Vv'arnke.       In  order  for  anyone    else  to  h.ave  access,    tv/o    of  the 
three  signers    of  the  letter  had  to  approve. 


*^)     January,    1969,    3S  volumes  go  to  Raad-ri.  C 

(3)      January,    1969.    fialpern"  resigns  OSD  and  joins  NSC.   until  Sept.    1959 

(•7J      January  15,    1969,    Gelb  transmittal  letter  to  McNaniara  refers 
to  -rl   •. olur.'.es. 
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{6}      February  15,    D'V),    'iVarnke    rcsii^r.:;  CSD  hut   rcrr^ains  p.j;  ?.*"!JT 

ri);-suUa:it  until  July  7,    1971   C^  )  .  W^i 

(p)     March  3,    1969,    Ellsberg  given  10   volumes  of  tl-st-  3^-volume 
set  to  take   from   Was'aington  to  tlic   V,"ost  Coast. 

{:/)     April  18,    1909,    Celb  resigns  iroin  DoD;   remains  is  con.sultant 
until  Juno   30,    19b9  (reporting  to  Nutfer  Marcli-June,     1969j. 

ij,)      July  14,    1969,    letter  froni  Gelb  to  Rov/en  askiag  if  they  can 
store  -1-7- \-olur:ie   work  at  Rand-D.  C.    and  becauS'i    of  e:;lra  sensitivib,- 
they  restrict  to  Rowen.  .^  _ 

'       002462 

^).      August  28,    1969,    Ellsberg  given  8  volumes  of  38-volume  st>xdy 
to  take  to  Rand-V\''est  Coast. 

^fj)     September  19,    1969,    47-volume    study  delivered  to  Rand-D.  C. 

(J2j       October  3,    1969,    47-volume    study  delivered  to  Rand-West  Coast. 

(ti)     October  6,    1969,    Gelb  and  Halpern  agree  in  letter  to  Rov»-en 
to  give  Moorsteen  access  to  47  volumes. 

[None  of  the  above  studies  were  ever  "introduced"  into  the  Rand  security 
system.  ] 

{J3)     April,    1970,     Ellsberg  resigns  from  Rand. 

C^J     I^^-ay,    1970,    18  volumes  v/hich  Ellsberg    carried  out  to  the  West 
Coast  are  introduced  in  the  Rand's  West  Coast  security'  system. 
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8.  On  April  27.    19^0  (?)  (Riad-kov.  on)  v/as  told  by  tho  ^i»;q 

FBI  that  Ellsberg  was  copying  classified  rc-.aterial. 


tin 


9.  Some  of  the  problems  cit'id  by  Buzliardt  v-ho  mad^;  it 

clear  that  the  ca^e  ^ets  more  confuting  as  you  go  deeper  into 
it. 

A.  Cannot  find  orit'inal.althou^jh  there  was  testimony 
in  Boston  Grand  Jury  by  one  of  Xerox  operators 
that  some  of  the  documents  were  originals. 

B.  Some  of  the  papers  listed  in  the  New  York  Times 
index  are  not  in  47  volumes  study  and  have  not  been 
located  elsev/here  e.g.    LBJ  internal  commitments 
section.  liU<24bo 

10.  Rand  has  apparently  prepared  a  "White  Paper"  setting 
out  their  account  of  what  happened  but  according  to  Buzhardt, 
no  one  would  agree  to  sign  it. 

11.  The  Defense  Supply  Agency,   DSA,    has  spent  two  weeks 
in  the  Rand  facilities  and  a  good  portion  of  the  above  findings 
were  in  their  preliminary  briefing  given  this  morning. 

12.  There  is  the  school  of  thought  that  McNamara  never 
considered  the  study  and  that  it  was  surreptitious  operation  from 
the  beginning.     McNamara  simply  wanted  all  documents  collected. 
There  are  interim  reports,    however,    there  is  no  indication  that 
McNamara  ever  saw  them. 

'i-     -1-,  1*     1-     f     '.-     -»-     -v     1- 

The  last  half  hour  of  our  discussion  involved  an  argument   over  my 
request  for  copies  of  various  papers  which  I  had  read  there 
(discussed  above)  and  Buzhardt's   refusal  to  let  me  have  same. 

I  suggested  that  he  clean-up  his  iJefense        J>upply  jr:genc?^5  3 
briefing  to  his  satisfaction  and  get  us  copies  as  soon  as 
possible. 

He  said  he  would  ha\-e  to  send  it  through  Laird.      I  said  I  didn't 
care  how  just  as  long  as  it  was  sent  right  away.     V/'e  also  discussed 
the  possibility  of  having  our  man  meet  with  investigators  during 
rcKular  ineetinjrs.      I  said  I  would   let  liiin  kno.v  on  this. 


.// 


o    ^ 
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Win 


'•  1.1--' 


3.1Ii:ViORA><DUM  FOR: 


FRC2aj 


SUBJECT; 


002312 

CHAHI-SS  COJLSCN 
lnv95iig5iioa  Funding  in  Senais 


I  ncw:*<2  in  Siia  Naivs  Sarrrrnajry  thag  th«  isrsca  for  iha  S^rxat^  :nT«»ti- 

be^  cut  irom  a  reoo^ataa  $250,  000  to  $100,  000. 

In  Tn.y  opinion,   tis-a  I>ttirioc?riia  are  g^ttisar  wise  ta  tha  fact^  thai  aa/ 
inquiry  inio  th*  origin  ci  th.3  Vlabnaza  Ws-ir  caa  only  huri  tb^  D<:r=o- 
cr2i3.     I  •5y<j>jid  nci  in  thii  siighi-aai  b-s  aurpris^a  ^=  ae^  a  cor:£l-=Tiing 
etior^  to  dcrvn^olay  ii^a  hiarings  that  .i  few  we^ka  ago-  -sli  ox  iha 
IDymocrafcic  a^aaiors  '.^^r©  3o  ^agar  to  u-nd-srtajcs., 

li  13  claarly  In  D»ai-  istaros;  to  33*i  ihaj  hdarlnga  arrs  held  axid  iiir>i 

U  you  concur,   p^riwpa  CUrk  MacCrsso?  ahocid  hav.**  sorr-a  qulai 
tho-t  oar  beai  poIiiac^Q  Laii^r-jata  ars  3ar-/^» 
cc;    Claris  >/iac<3re3©r 


(841) 


51.       On  July  22,  1971  Howard  Hunt  met  CIA  Deputy  Director 
Cushman  and  asked  for  CIA  aid  in  connection  with  an  interview  Hunt 
was  going  to  have  with  an  unidentified  person.   The  CIA  provided 
Hunt  with,  among  other  things,  material  for  physical  disguise  and 
voice  alteration,  and  "alias"  identification  in  the  name  of  "Edward 
Warren."   The  material  furnished  to  Hunt  was  intended  to  be  used  by 
Hunt  to  interview  one  Clifton  DeMotte  who  was  believed  to  have  informa- 
tion reflecting  unfavorably  on  certain  members  of  the  Kennedy  political 
grouping. 
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8  SSC  2291-92 


3291 

Mr.  HAinLTON.  So  would  it  be  fair  to  characterize  it  as  you  did  in 

oneof  the  staff  interviews  as  an  extraordinary  request? 

General  Cusiiman.  Well,  since  all  he  said  was  that  Howard  Hunt 
would  be  coming  to  call  I  don't  regard  it  as  extraordinary.  It  was 
unusual. 

Mr.  Hajilltox.  And  did  you  agree  to  see  Mr.  Hunt? 

General  Cushmax.  I  did. 

IVIr.  H^vMiLTOx.  Why  did  you  do  that,  sir? 

General  Cushmax.  Well,  I  had  no  reason  to  refuse  that  I  could  think 
of.  As  I  say,  I  had  been  seeing  people  regularly  off  and  on  in  that  posi- 
tion who  were  looking  for  jobs  or  in  spme  cases  wanting  to  sell  some- 
thing to  the  x\gency,  tliat  sort  of  thing. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  General  Cushman,  did  you  ask  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to 
give  you  sufficient  facts  to  enable  you  to  ascertain  whether  the  request 
that  he  made  came  within  the  CIA's  statutory  jurisdiction  and  would 
not  involve  it  in  the  internal  security  area  or  in  domestic  police  or  law 
enforcement  matters?  _ 

General  Ctjshjlax.  No,  sir;  since  his  request  was  simply  that  he  was 
coming  to  call,  and  would  I  see  him.  In  my  mind  he  simply  established 
the  bona  fides  of  Mr.  Hunt  as  being  employed  by  the  White  House. 
The  White  House,  of  course,  in  the  form  of  the  National  Security 
Council  is  the  boss  of  the  CIA. 

Mr.  Hamiltox.  Did  you  subsequently  meet  with  Mr.  Hunt  in  your 
office  on  July  2-2, 1971  ? 

General  Cushmax.  Yes,  I  did. 

Mr.  Hamilton".  Was  the  conversation  of  that  meeting  taped? 

General  Cushmax.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton".  "V\'Tiy  did  you  tape  this  conversation  ? 

General  Cushmax.  I  taped  it  so  that  I  would  have  a  recollection 
of  it  since  jNIr.  Hunt  did  not  want  anyone  else,  in  the  room.  T^lien  he 
arrived  he  asked  that  it  just  be  the  two  of  us.  Consequently  I  recorded 
the  conversation  so  I  wouldn't  liave  to  take  notes. 

Mr.  Hamiltox.  Did  Mr.  Hunt  know  that  he  was  being  taped? 

General  Cushmax.  No,  sir ;  I  didn't  tell  him. 

Mr.  Hashltox.  Was  taping  a  conversation  a  common  practice  on 
your  part? 

General  Cushmax.  No,  sir.  I  probably  taped  about  half  a  dozen  over 
3  years. 

Mr.  Hamilton".  General  Cushman,  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency 
has  provided  us  with  a  partial  transcript  of  this  meeting,  and  I  would 
like  to  show  you  now  a  document  entitled  "Meeting  between  the  DDCI, 
General  Cushman,  and  Howard  Hunt,  '22  July  19T1." 

General  Cushmax.  Yes,  sir;  it  is  DDCI,  which  is  Deputy  Director, 
Central  Intelligence. 

Senator  Er.nx.  I  hate  to  interrupt  but  thei-£  js  another  vote  on  in  the 
Senate  and  so  we  will  have  to  suspend  since  Senator  Talmadge  and 
I  and  Senator  Weicker  have  to  go  and  vote. 

[Recess.] 

Senator  Bakf.r.  AVould  the  committee  come  to  order. 

The  chairman  has  indicated  he  wishes  us  to  proceed  while  he  answers 
this  i-olieall  vote.  Would  counsel  piococd  with  the  interroiration. 

Mr.  Hamh.ton'.  General  Cushman,  I  have  just  sliown  you  a  docu- 
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nient  entitled  "Meeting  Between  the  DDCI,  General  Cushman,  and 
Howard  Hunt— 22  July,  1971." 

Are  you  familiar  with  this  document? 

General  Cush  jiax.  Yes,  sir.  I  might  interject  here  that  that  is  DDCI, 
which  stands  for  Deputy  Director,  Central  Intelligence,  rather  than 
one. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Thank  you,  General. 

Now,  is  this  transcript  that  I  have  given  you  an  accurate  partial 
recording  of  the  meeting  between  you  and  ilr.  Hunt  on  that  date? 

General  Cushman.  I  think  it  is ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Vice  Chairman,  I  would  like  for  this  to  be 
inserted  into  the  record. 

Senator  Baker.  If  there  is  no  objection,  it  will  be  received  and 
identified  as  an  exhibit  to  the  record. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  124.*] 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Now,  referring  you  to  page  3  of  the  transcript. 
General,  does  it  show  that  you  affirmed  to  ISIr.  Hunt  on  that  date  that 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  had  called  you  regarding  assistance  to  Mr.  Hunt? 

General  Cushman.  It  seems  to  in  that  Mr.  Hunt  used  the  word 
"Ehrlichman"  in  starting  a  sentence,  and  I  said  "Yes,  he  called  me." 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  did  you  make  a  simDar  statement,  that  it  was 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  who  had  called  you  in  a  July  8, 1971,  meeting  between 
senior  Agency  officials.  That  is  recorded  in  the  official  minutes  of  that 
meeting  ? 

.  General  Cushman.  Yes,  sir,  I  did. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Now,  would  you  please  tell  the  committee  the  nature 
of  Mr.  Hunt's  request  to  you  and  the  reasons  he  expressed  when  need- 
ing assistance? 

General  Cushman.  Yes.  sir.  He  started  right  out  in  the  conversation 
as  soon  as  he  got  in  the  office  saying  that  he  had  been  charged  with  a 
highly  sensitive  mission  by  the  "VVTiite  House  which  involved  an  inter- 
view of  a  person  whose  ideology  he  was  not  certain  of,  and  that  he 
felt  that  he  had  to  disguise  himself  to  conduct  this  interview,  and 
requested  that  the  Agency  provide  him  with  the  materials  to  estab- 
lish that  alias  and  to  mask  his  appearance  or  change  it  so  that  he 
would  not  be  identifiable  to  the  pei-son  he  was  interviewing. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Did  you  ask  Mr.  Hunt  to  give  you  sufficient  facts 
so  you  could  ascertain  whether  the  CIA  assistance  involvement  in  this 
matter  would  be  permissible  under  statutory  jurisdiction  ? 

General  Cushman.  No,  because  I  considered  that  a  one-time  inter- 
view, as  he  stated  it,  was  perfectly  OK. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  \Vliat  aid  and  assistance  did  you  initially  provide 
Mr.  Hunt? 

General  Cush.man.  I  asketl  my  executive  assistant,  Mr.  Wagner,  to 
arrange  with  the  technical  services  people  in  the  Agency  to  meet  with 
Mr.  Hunt  and  to  provide  him  with  what  was  necessary. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  what  was  the  assistance  tliey  gave  him,  the 
specific  assistance? 

General  Cushman.  Well,  I  found  out  later  that  they  gave  him  a 
driver's  license,  I  believe  a  social  security  card,  some  things  to  carry 
around  in  his  pocket  that  would  back  up  the  name  on  tlie  driver's 
license.  They  gave  him  I  believe  a  wig  and  a  speech  altering  device. 

•-See  p.  33S3. 
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3383 
Exhibit  No.  124 

M-ietin;;  Between  the  DDCI  (Cenerjl  Cajh-T-in)  and  Howard  Huct  -   22  July  71 

General  Cuahnnan:     Hey,    good  ^o  see  you.     Come  on  in,  hava  a  seat* 

lAr.   Hunt  t    Could  wa  inake  thia  jujt  tlie  two  of  us? 

General  Ctuhmaa:    All  right,    sure.     'We  certainly  can. 

Mr>    Hunt:  Thank  you  very  much.     I've  been  charged  with  quite  3 

highly  sensitive  mission  by  the  White  House  to  visit  and  elicit 
information  frqna  an  individual  whose  ideology  We  aren't  entirely 
sure  of,   and  for  that  purpose  they  asked  me  to  come  over  here  and 
see  if  you  could  get  xne  two  things:    flash  alias  documoitation,   which 

wouldn't  have  to  (  it's to  be  backstopped )  and  some 

degree  of  physical  disguise,    for  a  one-time  op  --  In  and  out. 

General  Cushman:    I  don't  see  why  wa  can't. 

Mr<    Hunt:  We'll  keep  it  as  closely  held  as  possible^     I  don't  know  hovr 

you  or  your  cover  people  %vant  to  work  it,    but  what  I  would  like  would 
be  to  meet  somebody  in  a  safehouse  (  NOTE:    Plans  comes  over  at  . 
this  point,    and  words  are  very  indistinct.  )      physical  disguise. 
V/e're  planning  on  (traveling)  either  Saturday  or  Sunday.     Tomorrow 
afternoon  probably  would  be  ths  earliest  it  could  be  accomplished, 
so  if  somebody  could  (do  it  by  tomorrow  afternoon,   it  would  be  a 
gre.-vt  job.) 

Well,   you're  looking  very  well. 

General  Cushman:    Well,    it's  a  nice  job. 
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Mr.    Hunt:  I  knoxr.     I  siw  yoU  at  the  Wisner  Memorial  presentation 

tftit  Jay,   you  kaov/,   the  plaque  that's  dorvastairs,   and,   i£  you  pardon 
rr./  sayins  30,   you  seem  to  have  lost  a  little  weight. 

General  Cuahmaai     Yc»,    I've  taken  some  off.     I  sort  of  go  up  and  down.      When 
I  go  down.    It's  because  I  go  on  tha  wagon  and  don't  eat  very  much  aX  ■ 
all,   and  this  Is  hsll  to  pay  when  you're  being  entertained  and  going 
to  embassies  and  dinners,   but  it's  the  only  way  lean  lose  weight  is 
to  be  mlaerabla,   relatively  miserable. 

Mr.   Hunt;  Yes.     I  have  the  same  problem.     And,   curiously,    since 

I've  retired,  the  thing  I've  missed  most  is  the  gym  £acilities,   because 
I  used  to  get  down  there.     I'd  be  there  about  fifteen  minutes  before 
the  Director  would  arrive,    so  we'd  kind  of  overlap  a  bit,    and  that 
really  kept  my  weight  down,   because  it  discouraged  midafteraooa 
snacktng,    you  know,   and  then  I  didn't  feel  a  need  to  drink  when  I  got 
home  because  I  was  too  tired,   you  know,    so  I  do  miss  that  facility. 

General  Cushman:    ^7ell,    I  don't  use  it.     I  ordinarily  trot  or  jos  for  thirty 
minutes  In  the  mDrning  at  home.     If  I  wait  until  afternoon,    I'm  too 
tired.     I'm  just  getting  to  that  old-aga  point  whare,    when  I  get  home 
in  theiternoon,   I  may  worH  in  the  workshop  or  do  a  little  bit  of  work 
in  the  yard,    but  I  don't  feel  like  running. 

Mr.    Hunt:  I  kno^v  ^vhat  you  mean. 

General  Cushman:    I'm  amazed  at  the  boss,   because  he's  still  doing  it,   you 
know.    It  may  be  fivo-thirty  or  five  o'clock  when  he  gets  down  there. 
I'm  usually  pooped.     I  don't  want  athletics  at  that  point. 
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Mr.    Hual;  Yes,   that'3  right.     I  try  to  do  a  littla  settinj-up  exercise 

in  thi  mornin,';,    but  I'm  not  consistent  about  it.     (Next  p»rt  lodljtlnct, 

but  t':iey're  still  talking  about  exercises. ) 
General  Cushman:    Say,   I  can  get  in  touch  with  you  at  the  White  Hous«,    can't  I? 

(to  tell  you)  what  address  to  go  to,   and  so  forth. 
Mr.   Hunt:  Right.     So  we  can  lay  on  --  you  think  tomorrow  aftcmooa 

is  ample  time? 
General  Cushmao:    I'll  give  it  a  try,  yes.     I  haven't  talked  to  anybody  yet. 

I  suppose  they  cao  do  it.     I  haven't  been  in  this  businesa  before, 

haven't  had  to. 
Mr.    Hunt:  Well,    Ehrlichman  said  t'hat  you  were  the  -- 

General  Cushman:    Yes,    he  called  me,     I  rrean  I  haven't  been  in  the  cover 

business,    so  I  don't  know  if  they  operate  real  fast,    but  I  suppose  they  do. 
Mr.    Hunt:  Well,    I  know  they  can. 

General  Cushman:    Yes,    I  suppose  they  (                                                                        ) 
Mr.    Hunt:  It's  just  a  question  of  getting  some  ( ), 

some  physical^disguise. 
General  Cushman:    What  do  you  nssd?     That  will  bo  the  first  thing  they'll  as'x. 
Mr.    Hunt:  Well.    I'll  need,    let's  see,    what  have  I  got  here?     t  probably 

need  just  a  driver's  license  and  sonne  pocket  litter. 
General  Cuahman:    Driver's  license  -- 
Mr.    Hunt:  Driver's  license  in  any  state  at  all,  I  don't  care;  somo 

pocket  litter  of  some  sort,    (  )  pretty  standard  stuff. 

General  Cushman:     Pocket  litter? 
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Mr.    HMr.t:  Ye».   that's  whit  thay  call  it. 

(f.-OTE:    Th2/  both  speak  together  at  thia  poi=t,    and  t  can't  tnalco  out  what  is  said.) 
Geasral  Cushman:     You  don't  care  In  v/hit  name? 

Mr.   Hunt:  1  would  like  the  first  name  to  be  Edward,   that's  all.    U  it 

could  be  Edward,   because  I'm  beia"  introduced  to  this  gentleman  by 
just  one  name. (Note:    few  words  indistinct)  early  this  morning  that 
somebody  by  the  name  of  Edward  would  be  getting  in  touch  with  him. 
General  Cushmauj    And  any  state  for  the  driver's  license. 
Mr.  Hunt:  Yes,  any  state,   it  doesn't  make  any  difference,  and  I'm 

just  going  to  have  to  check  into  a  hotel,   aid  I'll  use  this  alias  docu-      ■ 
mentation  for  that. 
General  Cushman:    Yes. 
Wr.   Huat:  And  I'll  be  talking  to  the  same  people,   in  and  out.   and  U  it 

goes  a  little  bit  weU,   that's  swell.     (You  can't  be  a ; beggar. ) 

I  just  won't  exist.     It's  not  possible  this  Friday. 
General  Cashman:    OK.     Let's  see,   you  gave  me  a  number  ons  time  -where  1 

could  get  you. 
Mr.    Hunt:  F.is>^-     ChucW  Colson  --  my  office  is  unattended  so  far,   but  -- 

that's  a  direct  line  to  Colson's  office,    and  my  oaice  is  two  floors  up, 
(and  I'm  only  there  part  of  the  tims). 
Genarnl  Cushman:     All  right,    fine.      Whoever  is  there  can  get  a  hold  of  you. 
Mr.    Hant:  Anybody  can  get  a  hold  of  me  -- 

CeneWl  Cushman:    And  I  can  give  them  the  --  or  should  I  ask  for  you  to  call  • 
me  back? 
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Mr.    H'Jnt:         No,    Joan  Hall  is  -- 

Co:ieT-al  CuGHman:    Ij  the  ^al  who  ans-^erj  ths  phoae. 

J/ir.    Hunt:  Yes.    She'll  answer  tho  phoae,    Jo^a  Hall,    and  -- 

Gensral  Cushman:    And  1  caa  give  her  the  tLme  and  tha  address. 

Mr.  Hunt:  Uh  huh. 

General  Cushman:    OK. 

Mr>   Hunt:  I  just  --  you  know,    I  know  so  man/  people  out  here,    it's 

just  well  that  I'm  not  seen  (  ).     (li  I'm  going  to  put  on  a 

physical  disguise,   it's  going  to  stick.-)—!  wouldn't  want  to  be  seen 
r.'alking  out   ot    here.    I'm  sure  they've  got  (safe)  facilities  dowatown. 

General  Cushman:     Yes.     They  sure  as  hell  did  on  my  last  tour  o£  duty  here. 

Mr.    Hunt:  1  remember  FE  --  my  private  office  is  just  a  stone's  vhrow 

from  the  Roger  Smith  Hotel,  --  and  it  was  practically  an  FE  Division. 
They  had  so  many  spooks  (  )  there. 

General  CusKmaa:        The  place  I  used  to  meet  people  was  at  an  office  building  -- 
right  near  whe.-e  the  Press  Club  is   --  it  was  tha  Washington  Building, 
next  door  to  the  Press  Club.     There  used  to  be  a  nightclub  on  the 
second  floor,    and  we  used  to  meet  people  up  there.     I  had  a  gal  who 
thought  it  was  just  loti  of  fun  to  be  in  this  business.     Shi  used  to  have 
me  meeting  people  out  on  the  dama  park  beaches  and  all  this  stuif,    and 
I'd  give  here  hell,    if  necessary.     She  just  thought  it  was  fun,    playing 
a  game.  Well,    they're  keeping  you  busy  with  this  new  — 
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Mr.    Hunt:  V.'oll,   they  sure  are,    I'll  tcU  you.     But,    actually,   I'm 

dsUjhted  that  they  thought  .-•.bout  me  and  thought  to  call  on  me  and 
that  I  had  the  time.     This  gives  me  about  a  tv/elve-hour  day  now. 

Genaral  Cushman:    Keep  you  from  thinldng  you're  retired. 

Wr.   Hunt:  (I'm  not  going  into  retirement.     It  just    (NOTE:    Another 

plane  comes  o/er  at  thi3  point)  I'm  convinced  that  the  reaaog 

wVre  doing  all  thia  is  for  a  good  purpose. 

General  Cushman:    Yes. 

Mr.   Hunt:  An  essential  purpose  (  ) 

General  Cush^nan:    If  you  see  John  Ehrlichman,    say  hello  for  me. 

Mr.    Hunt:  I  %vill  indeed.     (I  expect  to  see  him,  tomorrow.  ) 

General  Cushman:    He's  an  old  friend  of  mine  from  previous  days.     He's  got 
a  (  )  full  platter  too. 

.Mr.   H'int:  (Oh.   that  he  does.) 

General  Cushman:    How's  thi  t  Domestic  Council  working  out?     You  don't  hear 

about  it  much  in  thia  business. 

Mr.    Hunt:  It's  worlci.Tj  out  pretty  well.     Of  course,   two  things  that 

•      V/hi!:e_ 
havejreally  electrified  the/--  and  I  don't  know  why  I'm  telling  you  this 

because  your  contacts  are  undoubtedly  much  higher  than  mine  over  there 

but,   the  PeTitagon  Papers,    of  cburae.    (  ) 

General  Cushman:    \yell,   Jo'.\o  --  I  think  John  is  in  charge  ot  tlie  security  overhaul. 
Isn't  he? 

Mr.    Huntr  That's  right. 
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Ccaoral  C'.isVu-nan;     Well,    I  guosj  that's   ri^ht.     Ic'3  sort  ot  a  domestic. problem 

Ttitiiir  thin  a  KisGin^or  problem. 
tAr.   Huat:  (That  it  U  indeed. ) 

Csneral  Cuslimin:     I  really  don't  know  what  goes  on  on  tKat  aide.     I  only  substitute 

for  tha  B033,   you  know,    at  Kissinger  meetings,   at  whatever  group  it  is, 

they  all  hava  different  names,   but  the  same  people  sit  there. 
Mr*   Hunt;  I'fin^  the  same  type  of  compartmentaUzatioa  over  thiira  ti^t 

I  do  here. 


(They  chal  in  here,  but  I  skipped  over  it  for  tha  time  being. ) 


General  Cushman:    Well,   let  me  get  to  work  on  this,   and  I'll  get  tl\e  word  back  to 

you, 

absolutely 
Mr.    Hunt:  Yes,    and  the  leas  rr^y  name  connes  up, /thi. better. 

General  Cushman:      Yes. 

Mr'.   Huat:  If  you  want  me  to  use  a  pseudonym,  with  this  guy  --  actually, 

1  suppose  the  best  (  )  if  he's  in  the  room  (  )  I'll  get  there  at 

a  specified  time  and  I'll  just  go  in    and. 
Ccnoril  Cushman:    OK,    fine,    I'll  get  the  word  to  you  on  how  we'll  work  It, 

Mr.    Hunt:  1  hope  Karl  didn't  resent  that  I  asked  him  to  -- 

General  Cushman:    Oh,    no,    no.    I  just  had  Kim  in  here  in  case  there  was  -- 

we  needed  staff  (calltng.  ) 
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^[r.  Dash.  Did  you  attempt  to  show  the  photof^raphs  that  were  taken 
during  the  Fielding  hrcak-iu  to  Mr.  Colsou  ? 

Mr.  PIuN'T.  I  did. 

Mr.  D.\sii.  And  what  occurred  wlien  you  did? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  told  Mr.  Colson  I  would  like  to  try  to  put  a  date  on 
this,  ]Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  have  a  date  for  that? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  do. 

On  Labor  Day  weekend,  1971,  that  is  to  say  the  M  of  September, 
the  entry  in  Dr.  Fielding's  office  was  accomplislied.  The  following 
Tuesday,  that  is  to  say  the  first  working  day  after  Labor  Day.  was  the 
morning  on  which  I  attempted  to  sliow  Mr.  Colson  the  Polaroid  plio- 
tographs  that  had  been  taken  by  team  members  of  the  violated  cabinets 
in  Dr.  Fielding's  premises. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  he  react  to  your  attempting  to  show  him  the 
photographs  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  He  declined  to  look  at  what  I  had  in  my  hand,  continued 
to  stride  into  his  office  without  breaking  his  pace  and  said  "I  don't 
_want  to  hear  anything  about  it." 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  you  assigned  by  Mr.  Colson  to  interview  a  Mr.  Clif- 


ton De  Motte  of  Providence— being  told  by  ilr.  Colson  or  anybody  else 
that  JNIr.  De  Motte  allegedly  had  derogatory  information  on  the  Ken- 
nedy family? 

IVir.  HuxT.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  "V^lien  was  this,  approximately? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  would  say  appro.ximately  July  1971. 

Mr.  Dash.  Is  it  true  that  3-ou  undertook  to  have  this  interview  with 
Mr.  De  Motte  disguised? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  How  did  you  obtain  the  materials  for  the  disguise  ? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  Through' the  CIA. 

Mr.  Daspf.  And  could  you  just  very  briefly  tell  the  committee  how 
you  were  able  to  obtain  materials  from  the  CIA  that  would  permit  you 
to  disguise  yourself? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  Sliortly  after  my  employment  began  at  the  "\M\ite  Hoiise. 
I  reported  to  ilr.  Colson  that  I  had  been  given  credible  information  to 
the  effect  thnt  a  !Mr.  Clifton  Dc  Motte  was  believed  to  have  information 
reflecting  unfavorably  on  certain  members  of  the  Kennedy  political 
grouping.  This  having  been  based  on  the  experience  of  an  individual 
named  '"Clifton  De  Motte''  who  had  been  an  unofFirial  pai't  of  the  Ke7i- 
nedy  entourage  during  tiie.  I  believe.  19o0  election.  ^Ir.  Colson  felt  that 
the  lead  ought  to  be  followed  up  and  asked  me  whether  I  could  imder- 
take  to  elicit  information  from  him  during  an  interview  with  the 
j^roviso  tliat  mv  connection  with  tlie  White  House  not  bo  re^"ealed. 

I  said  that  this  would  require  mv  havino-  some  sort  of  alia?  or  false 
documentation  and  perhaps  even  plivsical  discru'se. 

Mr.  Colson  aslced  me  whether-  or  not  I  could  provide  it.  T  said  I  could 
not  and  I  in  tui'n  asked  him  whether  or  not  such  discuise — do^^umenta- 
tion  might  be  available  throuirh.  either  the  Secret  Service  or  the  FBI 
representatives  at  the  A^Hiite  House.  Mr.  Colson  indicated  that  tiie  mat- 
ter was  too  sensiti\e  to  in\"oIve  either  the  Secret  Ser\ice  or  tlie  FlU 
and  he  iiuiuiied  whether  porliaps  on  the  man  to  man.  a  persntial  basis. 
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! 

r  STATE  OF  VinC!XIA         ) 

!  ) ". 

!i  COUNTY  or  FA1!IFAX    ) 

J,/  iS  being  first  duly  EV.'Orn,    state: 

.    1.     1  was  born  on  6  March  1921  in  Milwaukee,    Wisconsin.     After 
serving  as  an  Army  officer  in  Vi'orld  V/^ar  II  anJ  connplcting  my  college 
!   education,    1  joined  the  Central  Intelligence  Agency  in  October  1950.     I  have 

!  held  the  position  of  Executive  Assistant  to  the  Deputy  Director  of  Central 

I 

I   Intelligence  since  November  1969. 

2.  On  22  July  1971  Mr.    E.   Howard  Hunt,    a  former  Agency  employee. 
who  had  joined  the  V.'hite  House  staff,    called  on  tlie  Deputy  Director  of 
Central  Intelligence,    Genera]  Ctichnnan.     I  was  present  in  the  room  because 
General  Cushman  usually  asked  me  to  sit  in  on  his  meetings.     When  Mr. 
Hunt  arrived  he  said  that  he  wanted  to  talk  to  General  Cuslimr-n  privately 
and  I  withdrew. 

3.  I^ater  that  day  General  Cushman  told  me  that  Mr.   Hunt  had  asked 


1 

for  some  help  (of  an  unspecified  nature), that  he  (General  Cushman)  had 

checked  it  out  and  that  it  v^as  all  right,    and  that  he  had  told  Mr.   Hunt  to  get 

in  touch  with  me  to  obtain  the  assistance.     Mr.   Hunt  called  mo  later  in  the 

day  and  requested  aid  in  oblaining  ri  physical  disguise  ar.d  "poclcet  litter" 

i; 

|l    documentation  in  alias  to  assist  him  in  co.:ncction  v/ith  an  cxtrcincly  scnsi- 

•i 

il 

|!    live  project,   which  he  could  not  further  discuss,    and  which  had  been  approved 

ij 

[    by  Mr.    Einlichman.     Under  thi.sc  circun->;tanccs  my  presumption  v/.is   that 
j    the  request  rr.uot  be  legitimate   ond  proper. 

NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA   EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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1.    1  iiiiii  ii.i:i.ici>(iMi-.         •»  ■'^f'"';;  ^'''i  r  <jI 'Jti.  i^iiic 

'      Scjvic<:=  DiviMtm,    .uid  iii.'.t  i  tir  li.  (J  liiiii  to  uialcc  .t  rj  .iin;i  :ini;;il:,  /or  /u;/u;.;ilii 
I!      •»  I'liyrlcal  iU:;ci::r.c;  ;iiul  .Tli.;^  itcica;.'iculatioJi  lo  .ill  indi vidu.il   (N'Ir.    llujil)      v' 

i'  .  ' 

i!      liad  iii:,ictcil  Uial  liir,  identity  m>l  be  lujown  to  li;c    fSO  officer:;.      I  c>:i)l;;i:jcc 
to  Mr.         1 1  •  ih.Tt  llic  m;dci;akiu2  w.-ii  for  an  cMtreracly  i.ci:;,ilivc  projcc: 

which  hod  btcc  rcquirilcd  by  ihc  V.'hilc  House,   of  v/'iich  I  was  col  2*  liberty 
to  describe  lurlhcr  acd  the  Daturc  of- which  I  was  unaware.     I  also  indicalec 
that  because  of  the  scasitivity  factor  all  the  requested  support  should  hz 
handled  by  TSD. 

5.  ^V■hen  Mr.       //  explained  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  a 
j      TSD  officer  to  meet  the  subject  before  creating  a  disguise,   acd  because 

I      iJLi.  Hu=t  was  unwilling  to  come  to  the  Headquarters  building  again,  I 

arranged  for  the  TSD  officer  to  meet  Mr.  Hunt,  who  was  under  rn  assumed 
caxne,  in  an  Agency  safehouse.     I  obtained  a  key  to.  the  safehouse  from  the 
Olflce  of  Logistics  on  23  July  and  passed  it  to  a  TSD  representative,   Mr. 

fO  I  believe.     TSD  was  able  to  prov'ide  Mr.  Hunt  (who 

dealt  with  them  under  the  alias  of  "Air.   i:.a\vard")  with  a  disguise  and  alias 

;       documentation  later  that  day  (23  July  1971)  7  f)  1  n*7'7 

6.  Following  my  contacts  with  TSD  officers  I  notified  the  Executive 
Assistant  to  the  DDP,  Mr.  /•?  that  on  the  instruction  of 


General  Cushman  I  had  enlisted  the  assistance  of  iSD  (which  was  subordi- 


;       nate  to  the  Directorate  for  Plans)  in  a  project  for  the  AThite  House  which 


I 

J!       was  said  to  be  extremely  sensitive  and  whose  nature  was  unlcnown  to  me. 
I 

7.     My  next  contact  with  Mr.   Hunt  was  a  telephone  call  from  him  on 

18  August  1971  to  a  recjuest  that  the  Agency  furnish  j  specific  secretary  (v.ho 
was  named)  /or  a  tempor;>ry  assignment  of  between  30  and  90  days.     Mr. 
Hunt  said  that  he  seeded  the   secretary  lo  v/crk  on  a  hig!ily   seusitivc  assign- 
ment and  that  Mr.   John  Ehrliclinian  had  sugfjcstcd  that  he  call  Ccacr.'il 
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i 

FJil  olficcr  coKljclcil  nic  directly  I  :,lioul<.l  say  llial  riiocc  my  conlHcts  wit 
'       Mr.  Ilunl  liail  been  in  a;;  officijl  capocilv.   all  inquirici.  thould  be  rcrcrrc 
to  Director  Ucbiis.     I  beard  iiolbiiii;  inore  from  the  FBI. 


/3 


Affiant. 


SUBSCRIBED  and  SV/ORN  to  before 
me  this\\^  day  of  -\f>  .  .  1973. 


A  Notary  Public  ia  and  for  the  County  of  Fairfax,  Virginia. 
My  Commission  Ex-pircs:         i^'y.  Ccrn.ji.-.Ior.  E.-:V:n  S:r-^,'.-zt  2r,  157$ 


'•.   \    • 


i;( 


■ » •  ■ .  ■ 
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A  V  V  I  f>  J\   V   [  T 


STATl:  OF  VlUCit-N'L/i     ) 

) 

COUNTY  OF  FAII^F/vX) 


I,  I  f^  being  first  duly  svrora,  s£s.tc: 

1.  I  was  born  on  30  Augi-ist  1944,  am  a  graduate  of  the  I'Can^ac 
State  College  of  Pittsbur^^h,  Kansas,  and  have  been  an  employee  of  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  since  August  1969. 

2.  On  22  July  1971  I  was  in  the  parldng  lot  behind  the  Technical 
Ser\'ices  Division's  South  Building  facility'  at  about  5d.Q  p.m.    v/hen  I  was 
called  to  Mr.  j  if  who  was  the  Acting  Chief  of  Techiaical 
Services  Division.     Mr.  |        f  /        told  me  that  I  v/as  to  report  to  Mr. 

ofricc  the  following  morning  and  pick  up  keys  for  a  soichouse 


meeting  with  one  person.     This  pertained  to  a  request  from  the  V.Tilte 
House  for  our  services.     I  was  to  support  a  man,  iinkno\7n  to  me,  for  non- 
backstopped  U.S.   alias  documentation  and  cUsgvtise  material.    He  said  this 
v/as  a  sensitive  case.     At  that  time  my  Section  Chiei,  who  v/as  also  present 
asked  if  we  could  obtain  a  physical  description  of  this  individusJ  for  the 
possible  use  of  a  mustache,   glasses,  wigs,   etc.      hlr.  t      //  made  a 

telephone  call  to  someone  and  received  the  physical  description  of  the  man. 
This  was  of  great  assistance  because  Ir.tcr  on  that  night  I  packed  ur>  dis- 
guise materials  for  the  safchousc  mectlag.     I  was  instructed  to  "ct  bic  dita 
from  this  m-jji  for  the  noe-b^ckstopiJ-jd  U.S.   alias  documentation  and  I  was 
to  telephone  this  bio  dat.T.  lo  my  Section  Chief-     He  would,    in.  turn,   turn  thi:; 
inform?iti*  a  over  to^  f^^  ^"''^  would  prepare  the  non.-backi;tOD- 

pcd  U.S.   ;iUf'ir.  dociuitcniatiou  ;:i:ule  up  for  the  individiuil.      I  vais  ttot  '•ivcrt. 


mn 


rz  iKtpnrcT 
CI-  ivv  oon::76" 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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illly  t.p'-ciCicj  iis  lu  wli.it  type  of  oi'CJ-.aion  lliis  v/.-.;;  c»r  v/U;tt  Ihtr  rcqiilrciTUja: 


j!  3.     Ou  23  .Tuly  19V1  I  nicl  llil:;  man  i:\.  Ihc  safchouEc  nftcr  fLi-:,t  Uc^vl_ 

1'        r.orn;  lo  I'nc  IleacUiviartcrs  BuiUUng  r.iid  obtuiQCd  the  hcya  £roai|     /^ 

1- 

li       I  proijiammcd  lUc  subject  ioT  ii  v/ig.   glasses  and  a  speijch  cUcratioa  device 

i; 

li       lie  gave  nic  the  name  of  Edward  J.    V/arrcn  to  use  as  the  alL2.s  rumic.     At 

tlie  same  time  I  telephoned  in  his  bio  data,   such,  as  date  of  burlii,  height, 

\veight,   color  of  hair,   etc.,  to  my  Section  Chief,   "Edward"  ma.dc  mention. 

of  the  fact  that  he  wanted  all  of  this  that  same  aftemooit;  he  then.  left.     My 

Section  Chief  delivered  the  non-'bacUstopped  U.S.  alias  docvanentatioa  late 

that  afternoon  and  departed.     "Edv/ard"  then  returned.     I  gave  him  the 

documentation  and  the  disguise  materials.     He  seemed  quite  sa.tis:&ed  and 

said  that  if  he  needed  any  additional  assistance  he  v.'ould  be  in  contact  with 

i 
me.     I  gave  him  my  Agency  telephone  number.     I  then  v/cnt  back  to   TSD  s 

the  next  morning,  Saturday,   24  July  1971,  and  briefed  Mr.  \      If  on.  all        j 

the  support  1  had  given  "Edward".  « 


i; 


4;     About  a  v/eck  later  I  was  requested  to  adjust  "Edv/ard's"  ^ 

J  \ 

J!        glasses  and  also  bring  with  me  som.cone  v/ho  could  deliver  a  tape  recorder.  • 

!!  \ 

!l        At  this  second  meeting  I  gave  "Edward"  some  non-backstoppcd  business  :  . 

11  1; 

!>        cards  which  I  had  picked  up  at  tlie  Chief /TSD's  office  prior  to  this  meeting.  -' 

:J  I: 

!i        At  this  second  rr-cctiaj;  "Eduird"  asked  for  a  second  speech  alteration  j 

!  ; 

i        device       I  believe  he  rcquesltd  a  b.icksioppod  Nevv^  York  address  and  tele-  \ 

i  I 

j        phone  number.     Poosibly  as  early  as  the  second  mect-.cc;.    "Edv/ard"  also  j 

I  ! 

c>prcs:;cd  an  interest  in  credit  cards,   simply  for  idontil.cation  purposes.  i 

i     ■  i 

My  aasv/'.-:-  ■•.■.is  t!;at  wc  did  not  issue  credit  carda.     "Ed^vard"  said  he  also  | 
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c.    0:>  ))  oi  !■,  oct..;..i  ly/i.  c:itU.r/T:;n  1      PT'  O 

Ciillc-tl  iiu:  Iti  lii.:  C'Ifici.-  i'.iul  lolj  J 1 1(:  Cn-iio v;:l  Cvi:;liiitaa  v/;:-^  j;oin-'  to  li;ivc 
luiicli  Willi   "I'c'uv^ti  il"  llic  Xollov.ii>;;  <l;iy  .'mcl  !ic  v.'.intt:<l  a  coiiijActc  bricCi"- 
on  tlic  c.'if;c  Tor  Cttncr^l  CuGUc;'ian*:.  benefit,  v/hicli  I  2«^vc  hixn.     At  thl- 
nicclinj^  I  ;^.ivc  ,'    Vf^'  *^         .i  XcioNcd  coj-.y  I  had  of  Ihc  pliotopr.-ipha  friz.'- 
"Kdwaid"  and  his  collcajjuc  had  t.iUcu. 

9.  •  I  did  not  know  the  idoatity  of  cithor  "Edward"  or  his  coUcii<— - 
xinlU  It  was  publiibcd  in  the  newspapers  after  the  V/atergate  inaidaar 


/o 


AfTiant. 


SUBSCRIBED  and  SVraRN  to  before 

— I, 
me  this     H  y^J--     day  of      ji  J V-| ,    1973  ■ 


A  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  County  of  Fairfax,   Virgiaia. 
My  Co;iimission  Expires:        My  Ce:T.srJs;;sa  Erf;.':;  Ji;:ch  IS,  1977 
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51.6     ROBERT  CUSHMAN  TESTIMONY,   MAY  11,    1973,   SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  SENATE 
APPROPRIATIONS  COMMITTEE  EXECUTIVE  SESSION,    168-59 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by  158 

House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

apprehension  or  concern  as  to  what  the  purpose  of  these  things 

was  or  how  he  was  going  to  use  them? 

General  Cushman.  No,  sir. 

He  started  at  the  beginning  by  saying  that  he  could  not 
discuss  it,  that  it  was  a  highly  sensitive  matter  in  which  he 
had  been  cisKed  to  conduct  an  interview  with  this  man  for  the 
White  House. 

In  retrospect,  perhaps  I  should  have  grilled  him  but  at 
the  time,  1971,  as  I  say,  a  respected  gentleman  who  had  re- 
tired honorably,  sitting  in  front  of  me,  who  had  been  recom- 
mended by  a  man  whom  I  had  known  for  10  years  or  so  and,  to 
my  mind,  a  man  of  integrity.  There  I  was.   I  did  not  seek  fur- 
ther to  elicit  from  him  by  any  kind  of  grilling  or  cross- 
examination  what  this  was  all  about  other  than  take  his  word 
that  it  was  in  the  interest  of  the  country,  which  I  took  to 
mean  there  was  nothing  illegal  about  it. 

He  knew  what  the  Agency,  what  the  constraints  on  the 
Agency  were,  and  I  figured  that  we  could  do  this.  As  I  say, 
it  turned  sour  pretty  soon  and  I  stopped  it. 


Chairman  McClellcin.   Let  me  ask  you  this  question. 

Had  you  ever  before,  and  do  you  know  of  during  the  life 
of  this  Agency  had  it  ever  before  performed  a  service  or 
given  assistance  without  knowing  the  exact  nature  of  the 
mission  and  how  that  assistance  was  going  to  be  used? 

General  Cushman.   I  can  only  answer  for  the  time  that 
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I  was  there,  two  and  a  half  years  or  so. 
Not  to  my  knowledge. 


Chairman  McClellan.  Would  your  Agency  not  be  the  very 
Agency  of  Government  that  would  be  concerned  with  leaks  that 
might  affect  the  international  situation? 

General  Cushman.   It  its  a  gray  area,  sir.   If  it  turns 
out  that  there  is  a  pretty  good  case  against  someone  as  being 
responsible,  it  should  be  handled  by  the  FBI.  They  are 
responsible  for  internal  security  in  this  country. 

Chairman  McClellan.   Your  Agency  has  no  responsibility 
for  that,  the  CIA? 

General  Cushman.  No,  sir. 

The  principle  springs  from  the  law  of  1947,  the  National 
Security  Act.  We  have  no  police  powers,  no  power  of  subpoena, 
no  internal  security  functions. 

However,  the  Director  of  Central  INtelligence  [sic]  and  in  his 
role  as  leader  of  the  intelligence  community  is  responsible 
for  the  safe-guarding  of  intelligence  sources  and  methods,  which 
is  a  rather  blanket  statement,  but  which  concerns,  of  course, 
leaks  which  can  give  away  the  sources  and  methods  we  use  to 
collect  intelligence. 

Chairman  McClellan.   Would  that  not  be  a  primary 
responsibility  of  the  CIA,  to  track  down  those  leaks? 

General  Cushman.   Not  primarily.   It  is  a  gray  area. 
Certainly,  they  could  follow  up. 
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52.     On  July  24,  1971   comniencing  at  12:36  p.m.,  the  President  held  a 
meeting  with  Ehrlichman  and  Krogh.   The  day  before  The  New  York  Times 
had  published  a  story  revealing  details  of  the  U.  S.  negotiating  position 
in  the  Strategic  Arms  Limitation  (SALT)  talks  then  in  progress.   At  the 
July  24  meeting  there  was  a  discussion  of  efforts  to  identify  the  source 
of  the  SALT  leak  and  the  use  of  a  polygraph  on  State  Department  personnel 
suspected  of  being  the  source  of  the  leak. 


Page 

52.1  New  York  Times,  July  23,  1971,  1,4 864 

52.2  Tape  recording  of  meeting  among  the  President,  John 
Ehrlichman  and  Egil  Krogh,  July  24,  1971,  12:36  to 
12:48  p.m.,  and  House  Judiciary  Conmiittee  transcript 
thereof 867 
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US.  Urges  joviet  to  Join 
In  a  Missiles  Moratorium 

Would  Halt  Construciion  of  Land  and 

Sea  Arms  and  Allow  Each  Nation 

Up  to  300  Antimissile  Weapons 

By  WILLIAM  BEECHZR 

Spedil  to  TUe  Ntw  York  Times 


WASHINGTON,  July  22  — 
American  negotiators  have  pro- 
posed to  the  Soviet  Union  an 
arms  control  agreement  that 
would  halt  construction  of  both 
land-based  missiles  and  missile 
submarines. 

A  companioq  proposal  that 
they  have  put  forward  would 
allow  as  many  as  300  anti- 
missile missiles  in  each  coun- 
try to  protect  offensive  mis- 
siles. 

Administration  officials  noted 
that  the  American  proposals 
come  within  the  framework  of 
President  -Nixon's  announce- 
ment May  20  that  the  leaders 
of  the  United  States  and  the 
Soviet  Union  had  decided  on  a 
first-step  approach  toward 
halting    the    arms    race    that 


then  of  what  the  United  States 
would  proptose.  But  senior  offi-j 
cials  suggested  privately  that 
the  United  States  was  theni 
thinking  in  terms  of  proposing 
a  halt  on  construction  only  of 
new  land-based  missUes,  with 
a  ceiling  of  only  -^ibout  100 
antibaUistic  missiles  in  each 
country. 

According  to  Administration 
officials,  the  more  ambitious 
American  proposals  have  been 
made  orally  at  the  strategic 
arms  limitation  talks,  which  re- 
sumed in  Helsinki  on  July  8, 
but  specific  draft  agreements 
have  not  yet  been  submitted. 
Such  drafts  are  now  being 
written  in  Washington,  they 
said. 

The  shift  in  the  Administra- 


would  put  some  limitations  onjtion's  position  toward  the  more 
both  defensive  and  offensivejambitious  proposals,  officials 
naissiles.  |  

Ther2  was  no  announceniar^t'Continuad  on  Tz'ib  1.  CoI'J,— n4 
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THE  NEW  YORK  TIMES.  FRIDAY,  JULY  23,  1971 


U.S.  Bids  Russians  Join  in  Missiles  Halt 


1 


Ccntbued  From  Page  ],  CoL  7 

say,  WIS  the  result  of  exten- 
sive study  and  debate. 

Some  officiab  arp:u8d  suc-i 
cessfuJly,  for  example,  that  if 
only  new  naqsile  construction 
waa  tzmd  during  what  cxruldl 
be  years  of  efforts  to  negotiate j 
a  "treaty  covering  aJl  ofrenarvei 
weapoca,  the  Russians  could. 
be  ex^^zctzd  to  rapidly  build  u?; 
their  ni^siia  submancs  fores,' 
beyond  that"  of  the  United; 
Statfis.  I 

Whiie  the  offlciab  stressed' 
that,  bard  nssctiationa  ahead 
could  reshape  Lhe  iiltirr.ate 
tsnzs  emerging  from  the  talks, 
they  said  they  still  were  hope- 
ful thai  an  agreement  limiting 
defensive,  and.  offensive  weap- 
ons-could be '•achieved  this 
year.  . 

'plcrwlng  of  Raca  Seen 

A  number  of  officials  noted 
that  while  tha  initial  agree- 
ments might  leave  ^mething  to 
be  desired,  they  should  slow 
the  arms  race  and  open  the 
prospects  for  piore  comprehen- 
sive agfeemehts.  They  alluded 
to  the  remarks  of  President 
Nixon  oh  May  20  v^hen,  inl 
di3?i2ssing  the  first-step  ap-' 
prcfa.ch,  he  declared:  i 

"The  V-'O  sides  are  tpJcing! 
thiy  coxrrse  ii  the  convictio.H' 
that  it  will  create  more  favor-, 
able  conditioi^^  for  further  r.e-| 
gotiations  to  limit  all  stratecicj 

(continues  on  column  one  of 
next  pagcj 


continue  the  Interim  agreement 
in  effect  or  to  revise  it. 

Officials  said  that  whatever 
form  agreements  eventually 
took — whether  treaties,  execu- 
tive agreements  or  a  treaty 
covering  defensive  missjles  and 
an  interim  agreement  covering 
offensive  weapons — ihe  Admin- 
istration was  anxious  to  have 
both  the  Senate  and  the  House 
of  J^epresentatives  have  an  op- 
portunity to  pass  on  all  ele- 
ments of  them.  Tnis,  they  noted 
might  be,  done  through  joint 
Congressional  resolutions. 

If  the  Soviet  Union  accepted 
Lhe    full    American    bargaining! 
package  as  offered — and  this  is 
considered  unlikely  —  officials! 
pointed  out  that  a  rough  posi-j 
tion  of  strategic  parity  would: 
result   with   the   Soviet   Union! 
having  an  edge  in  the  number 
and  payload  of  offensive  mis- 
siles, but  with  the  United  States 
ahead   in  the   number  of  mis- 
sile    warheads     and     nuclear 
bombs. 

Preferences  Noted 

On  defense,  it  was  said,  the 

Russians  would  be  expected  to; 
choose  to  complete  their  missile 
defenses  around  Moscow,  while! 
the  United  States  would  com 
plete  defenses  around  Minute 


'.es 


It 


Force  Base  in  r-i'orth  Dakota, 
Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  in 
Montana  and  Whiteman  Air 
Force  Base  in  Missouri. 

[continues  on  column  two  of 
next  page] 


heads.   Similarly,  the  Russians 
would  be  free  to  place  TytERVsi 
on  their  existing  submarine  mis-, 
siles.  , 

Tha  same  sitU2ticn  •VTOuIdj 
apply  to  land-based  ICBM's.'  Tcs\ 
United  States  couJd  continue; 
its  program  to  place  two  or; 
three-part  r.IERV  warhsads  on: 
550  of  its  l.CCO  r<linuteman  mis-i 
siJss,  T/hils  the  Rusci^ns  could^ 
put  MIRVs  on  any  of  their; 
existing  ICBM's.  j 

On  the  offensive  weapons' 
agreement,  officials  say  the  Ad-i 
ministration  believes  it  probably; 
could  not  get  Congress  to  au-i 
thoriza  construction  of  antibal-^ 
listic  missile  bunchers  around' 
Washington.  The  Umted  States; 
is  said  to  believe  that  it  would, 
rather  defend  r.Iinuteman  sites; 
in  order  to  decrease  the; 
temptation  to  the  Russians  ini 
some  future  crisis  to  try  to; 
wipe  out  that  force.  | 

Protection  for  Minuteman 

Construction  of  antimissiie 
missiles  at  three  sites,  or  even 
two,  they  say,  would  provide 
protection  for  part  of  the 
Minuteman  force  and  would 
eave  open  the  option  to  ex- 
pand it  further  if 'a  future  de- 
velopment, such  as  an  accurate, 
large  Soviet  MIRV  warhead, 
should  substir.:ui!y  i.-.crr-:.- 
the  threat. 

With  that  gloomy  prospect 
in  mind,  the  United  States  oro- 

[continues  on  column  three 
of  next  page] 
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arms.    These    negotiations    will 
be  actively  pursued. '' 

The  priocipal  elements  of  the, 

''  informants  said,  are  as  follows: 
qEach  nation  could  chose  be- 
tween defending  its  capiul 
with  100  antiballistic  missiles 
or  employing  up  to  300  de- 
fensive, missiles*  at  three  sites. 
to  defend  offensive  missiles.  If 
the  Soviet  Union  chose  the  sec- 
ond course,  it  would  be  re- 
quired to  dism.antle  its  missile 
defenses  around  Moscow. 

qA  cut-off  d?t8  would  be  es- 
tablished— this  year,  it  is  hoped 
— after  which  no  new  missile 
silos  or  missile  submarines 
could  be  built  and  construction 
must  simultaneously  cease  on 
partly  built  silos  or  submar- 
ines. This  interim  arrarrgement. 
'^hich  would  stay  in  effect  for 
a  l-lmitad  tim^;  .v/hi!a  negotia- 
fjons  continued  Orf  a  more  com- 
prehensr/e  agreement  on  offen- 
weapofis,  would  not  bar  either 
side  fr^m  modernizing  existing 
missiles  with  multiple  war- 
headf 

Time  Clause  Sought 

Official^  said  the  T^'.-.jted 
States  sought  |o  put  a  time 
clause  into  the  offonsivo -.veap- 
ons  agreement,  perhaps  of  tv,o 
years  or  ?ess.  after  lA-iiich  it 
wotJi'lapse.  But  if  the  negotia- 
tor9*fcJt  that-  good  progress 
was  being  made  toward  a  more 
domp^ehensive  strategic  v,-eap- 
lons  agreeme.'^f ,  at 
!the7    m.ight    c/.her 


^      „       .  Iposes  to  include  m  the  defen-i| 

But  the  Russians  are  ex-i^-^.^.^  agreement  a  so-called  su-l' 
pccted  to  ba.k  bo  h  at  havmgjpreme  national  interest  clausei 
to  halt  their  missile  subm.ar.x>.pj..,s,^(^-7yg^^3.^,o.^  eicner  oarty' 
force  while  it  is  still  smalierjt^  abrogate  the  treaty  L"  i:^- 
than  tne  Amencan  PoJansforcejsgcurity  appeared  fundamentai-: 
and  at  allowing  the  Urn  ted  |iy  endangered.  A  simUar  cla'^e- 
States  to  build  a  larger  numberjj3  jccluded  in  the  nuclear  last-' 
of   defervsive    missiles.    In    thejbarj  treaty  -^  ' 

view  of  analysts  here,  these  two      j^    ^-j    pre-/iou3    discissions i 
points    probably    will    become|oa.  m.issile    defer^ses,    officials; 
; the  focus  of  the  hardest  nego-|say_  the  Russia?^  have  opposed 
jtiations.        _  |a  numerical  inequaiiry  betw&er; 

I     The  Russians  now  are  said 'the  antimissile  missiles  penrut- 
to  have  about  4C0  submarine-; tad  to   each  side. 
based  missiles,  compared  withj     strictly  speaking,  the  A.meri- 
656  for  the  United  States.  But. can   croposal   allows   the   R-js- 
ithe    Russians    reportadly   have,sians'  to   opt  for   equality,   bv 
jmore     thaiT     1,500     intercon- 'choosing  three  sites  east  of  the 
tinental        ballistic       missiles ! Ural  .Moun'^ns  to  protect  their 
[ICB.M's]   operational   or  under. icBM  sites.  But  since  the  Rus- 
construction,     compared     withisians  already  have  64  antimis- 
1 1,054  for  the  United  States.       {siles  deployed  outside  Moscow, 
Planners  who  argue  for'halt-jand  have  resumed  work  on  far- 
ing missile  submarine  construe-  ther    i.-^sta-Ilations    there,    of::- 
|tion  lest  the  Soviet  Union  rush  ciaJs    said   they   couid    be    ex- 
I  to   outstrip   the   American   Po-ipected  to  prefer  to  keep  thei: 
ilaris   force    while   negotiations  .Moscow   area  defense. 
I  dragged   on,   point   out  that  aj     .Am.erican     negotiators     pre 
ibar  on  new  missile  subm.arines.s-sably   ^-.ill   argue   at  discjs 
■also  would  prevent  the  United  sions  m  Helsinki  that  since  3C< 
^States    fro.Ti    decidi.ig   to   bui'd  .missiles    protecting    so.m.e   Mm 
the  new  underAfater  long-range  u'e.man    sites    could    only    b- 
missile   sijbmarinc,   the  succes-  used  to  protect  against  a  f.-'S 
sor  to  the  Polaris    This  r-oject  strike,  the  Russians  should  r.o 
is  now  in  the  resear-h  stage.      consider  them   in  any  way  de 
The  proposal  would  rot  pre-  stabilizi.-.g.     They     also    m.igl- 
vcnt    the    United    States    from  p.D;r;t  cjt  that  the  Russians  ar 
continuing    to    place    Po'^eidon  being    allowed    a    marked    S'. 
missiles  on  .31  of  its  41  Polaris  periority    m    the    total    nu.mr-: 
vessels.  Each  Poseidon  can  carr.-  of  ICBM'?.  so  the  United  Stat^ 


that    time, 
choose    to 


up  to  14  m.ultiple  independently  should  not  be 
targetable  re-entry  vehicles,  de.^'ense  agams' 
commoniv    called    MIRV    war-  threat. 


denied    greats 
that   potenti; 


W^  KH-iJJB-J-tli.  ^  -U.<a  ■-■' 


I  Hi  Mi-^  %^^U_"i  ■ 
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TRANSCRIPT  PREPARED  BY  THE  IMPEACHMENT  INQUIRY 
STAFF  FOR  THE  HOUSE  JUDICIARY  COMMITTEE  OF  A 
RECORDING  OF  A  MEETING  AMONG  THE  PRESIDENT, 
JOHN  EHRLICHMAN  AND  EGIL  "BUD"  KROGH  ON 
JULY  24.  1971  FROM  12:36  TO  12:48  P.M. 


EHRLICHMAN:     Sir,  Bud  is  here  and,  uh,  has  staff  information  on 
this  leak. 

PRESIDENT:      Right.   Just  a  second  [unintelligible] .  Just  got  to  talk 
to  the  guard  a  bit.  All  right.   [President  leaves 
room.] 

EHRLICHMAN:     I  think  that's  the  place  to  start,  is  to  hit  this 
guy. 


KROGH: 


And  hit  him  very  hard  in  the  next  day  or  two . 


EHRLICHMAN:     Well, 


KROGH: 


I  don ' t  know  why  — 


EHRLICHMAN: 


today. 


KROGH: 


anybody  can  institute  it. 


EHRLICHMAN:     today  —  Yeah,  get  him  in  and  polygraph  him.   Take 
it  over,  and  then,  uh,  if  you  don't  immediately  get 
a  confession  from  him,  start  with  Henderson. 
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KROGH: 


Okay. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Do  you  agree  with  that? 


KROGH: 


Yes  I  do.  It's,  uh  —  Haig  said  that  you'll  get  resig- 
nations and  you'll  get  legal  action.  If  you  do  it  this 
way.  He  said  that  — 


EHRLICHMAN: 


En  masse? 


KROGH: 


En  masse. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Well,  we're  only  going  to  do,  what,  twenty  — 


KROGH: 


Twenty,  twenty  or  thirty  people, 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Yeah. 


KROGH: 


Might  be  thirty. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Yeah. 


KROGH: 


He  said  you  could  influence  ten  to  fifteen  people 
that  will  resign.  We  don't  know  these  people. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


In  State  or  in  Defense? 


KROGH: 


He  didn't  tell  me  exactly  where.   Just  be  aware  of 
what  will  happen. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Yup. 
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KROGH: 


And  [unintelligible]  came  back,  back  with  us. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Oh. 


KROGH: 


You  know,  and  said,  "All  right,"  he  said,  "we've 
got  a  prime  suspect."  I  said,  "Fine,  let's  start 
there  and  let's  just  grill  the  hell  out  of  that 
guy  and  people  around  him  in  that  one  unit." 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Urn  huh. 


KROGH: 


It's  Van  Cleve  right  now. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


What  does  he  do? 


KROGH: 


He  didn't  tell  me,  yet.   [President  returns-] 


PRESIDENT: 


Oh,  come  in  Bud. 


KROGH: 


Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


What's  the  dope? 


KROGH: 


Well,  we've  got  one  person  that  comes  out  of  DOD 
according  to  Al  Haig  who  is  the  prime  suspect  right 
now.   A  man  by  the  name  of  Van  Cleve   who,  they 
feel,  is  very  much  the  guy  that  did  it.   He  spent 
two  hours  with  Beecher,  apparently  this  week.   He 
had  access  to  the  document.   Uh,  he  apparently  has 
views  very  similar  to  those  which  were  reflected  in 
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the  Beecher  article.   And,  it  would  be  my  feeling 
that  we  should  begin  with  him  and  those  immediately 
around  him  before  going  to  a  dragnet  polygraph 


PRESIDENT : 


KROGH: 


Okay. 


with  the  other  people. 


PRESIDENT:      Right. 


KBOGH: 


If  he  doesn't  pan  out  —  then  to  move  on  to  the  rest. 


PRESIDENT : 


KROGH: 


Polygraph  him. 
Yes,  sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


You  understand. 


KROGH: 


Yes,  sir.   I  do. 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  uh,  uh,  are  his  views  what  —  hawkish  or  dovish? 


KROGH: 


Well,  Haig  was  not  able  to  tell  me  at  this  point.   This 
is  just  what  they  got  from,  from  his  man  over  in  DOD. 
That  they've  got  this  man  nailed  down,  but  they  didn't 
give  me  substance. 


PRESIDENT: 


Now,  has  he  leaked  before,  or  something? 


KROGH: 


They  don't  know  that  either. 
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EHRLICHMAN:  We're,  we're  taking  this  hearsay,  about  twice  removed. 

KROGH:  That's  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  No,  will  he  say  — 

KROGH:  [Unintelligible] 

PRESIDENT:      I  don't  care  whether  he's  a  hawk  or  a  dove  or  a  — 
If  the  son-of-a-bitch  leaked,  he's  not  for  the 
government. 

KROGH:  Sir. 

PRESIDENT:  Uh,  that's  it.   Is  he  an  appointee?   Or,  uh  — 

KROGH:  Sir,  I,  I  don't 

PRESIDENT:  Fine. 

KROGH:  have  a  lot  more  than  this. 

PRESIDENT:      All  right.   Now,  I  want  you  to  get  over  there;  I  want 
to  get  over  there,  but  I  don't  want  any  ifs,  ands  or 
buts.   But,  if  Van  Cleave  answers  questions  you  can  say, 
"All  right,  we're  going  to  give  you  a  polygraph." 
That's  orders.   Fair  enough.   I've  decided  something 
on  the  polygraph  thing,  John,  today,  and  it  makes  more 
sense.   Trying  to  get  a  million  people  to  —  Are  there 
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PRESIDENT: 


a  million  that  have  TOP  SECRET  clearances  in 
government? 


EHRLICHMAN:     No.  Not  that  many. 


Well  —  four  hundred  thousand? 


KROGH: 


Yeah.   Yeah. 


EHRLICHMAN:  I  would  say  in  the  neighborhood  of  three, 

PRESIDENT:  All  right. 

EHRLICHMAN:  four,  five 

PRESIDENT:  Fine. 

EHRLICHMAN:  thousand. 

PRESIDENT:      Here's  what  I  want.   I  believe  that  what  we  have  to 
do,  first  with  regard  to  all,  all  the  people  of, 
uh,  uh,  uh,  li — ,  little  people  do  not  leak. 

EHRLICHMAN:     That's  right. 

PRESIDENT:      This  crap  to  the  effect:   Well,  a  stenographer  did  it, 
or  the  waste  pap — ,  paper  basket  did  it.   It's  never 
that  case.   I've  studied  these  cases  long  enough,  and 
it's  always  a  son-of-a-bitch  that  leaks.   You  agree 
or  not? 

EHRLICHMAN:      In  that  judgment  — 
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PRESIDENT: 


[Unintelligible]  or,  uh — 


EHKLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


Oh,  sure. 


PRESIDENT:      Yeah.  Yeah.   Sure,  they're,  they're  [unintelligible]. 

So,  what  I  plan  to  do  is  to  have  everybody  down  through 
GS  something  or  other,  you  know,  in  the  foreign  ser- 
vice and  so  forth  and  so  on,  and,  uh,  uh,  uh,  and,  and 
you  know  what  I  mean. 


KROGH: 


Sure. 


PRESIDENT:      Here,  in  Washington,  and  just  in  Washington,  I  want 

all  of  them  who  have  TOP  SECRET  clearances.   It  means 

if  we  can  get  them  to,  to  agree  to  take  a  polygraph.  Then- 


EHRLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


I  think 


PRESIDENT:      And  maybe  another  approach  to  it  would  be  to  set  up  and 
remember  I  already  mentioned  to  set  up  a  new  classifica- 
tion. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


Right. 


PRESIDENT:      Which  we  would  call  what?   Let's  just  call  it  a  new 

classifica  —  Don't  use  TOP  SECRET  for  me  ever  again. 
I  never  want  to  see  TOP  SECRET  in  this  God  damn  office. 
I  think  we  just  solved  —  shall  we  call  it  —  Uh, 
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John,  what  would  be  a  good  name?   "President's 
Secure  — "  Or,  uh  —  "Eyes  Only"  is  a  silly 
thing  too.   It  doesn't  mean  anything  anymore. 
Uh  ~ 

KROGH:         We  used  "Presidential  Document"  before  with  one 
of  the  counsel  we  were  working  with,  but  that 
didn't  —  There's  some  — 

EHRLICHMAN:     How  about  —  Uh,  uh,  looking  forward  to  the  court 
case,  I  wonder  if  we  could  get  the  words  "National 
Security"  in  it. 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


EHRLICHMAN:     So  that  "National,"  uh,  just  say  "National  Security 
Classified"  or  "National  Security  — 


KROGH: 


[Unintelligible] 


EHRLICHMAN:     Secret"  or  uh  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Well,  uh,  not  the  word  "Secret"  should  not  be  used 


EHRLICHMAN:     All  right,  uh,  uh~ 


PRESIDENT: 


Because  you  see   Secret  has  been  now  compromised. 


EHRLICHMAN:     How  about  "Privilege"? 


-8- 


(875) 


52. 2     TRANSCRIPT  OF  JULY  24,    1971  MEETING 


PRESIDENT : 


"Privilege"  is,  is  not  strong. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Too  soft.  Too  soft. 


PRESIDENT: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


PRESIDENT: 


"National  Security  — "  uh,  "National  Security—"  uh  — 

"Restricted."  "Restricted." 

Right.   "National  Security — "  and,  uh  —  I  agree  to 
"National,  Na  — ■,  National  Security  — " 


EHRLICHMAN:     "Restriction"? 

PRESIDENT:      "Priority." 

EHRLICHMAN:     "Controlled"? 

PRESIDENT:      Or  "National  Security"  ~  "Priority"   ~  "Restricted"  ~ 
"Controlled." 

EHRLICHMAN:     Oh,  we'll  ~  Let  us  work  on  it. 

PRESIDENT:      What  I  am  getting  at  is  this:   I  want  a  new  classifica- 
tion for  that  purpose  and  everything  that  I  consider  impor- 
tant, and  only  those  things  I  consider  important  will  have 
that  classification.   Then  on  that  classification  every 
document  that  is  out  is  to  be  numbered.  You  see  what  I 
mean? 

EHRLICHMAN:     Urn  hm. 
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PRESIDENT:      There's  the  —  and  the  people  —  so  that  we'll  know 

what  people  have  it.   Now  the  fact  that  a  hundred  had 
this  is  —  was  terrible.   That  —  and  I  want  to  find 
out  why  a  hundred  had  it.   Henry  grumbled  around 
and  said,  "Well,  who  we  going  to  clear  it  out  with?" 
Well,  God  damn  it,  I'd  told  them  two  weeks  not  to  put 
this  out.   See,  Haig  didn't  follow  up  on  it.   Nobody 
follows  up  on  a  God  damn  thing.   We've  got  to  follow 
up  on  this  thing ;  however ,  we ,  uh ,  we ,  uh ,  we  had 
that  meeting.   You  remember  the  meeting  we  had  when 
I  told  that  group  of  clowns  we  had  around  there. 
Renchburg  and  that  group.   I'That's  his  name? 


EHRLICHMM : 


Renchquist . 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah.  Rehnquist. 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT:      I  said,  "Look,  let's  limit  the  number  of  people." 

What  have  they  done  about  limiting  the  number  of  people? 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Uh,  they're,  they're  at  work. 


PRESIDENT: 


What  have  they  done  about  limiting  — 


EHRLICHMAN:     They're  going  to  come  back  at  you  with  a  whole  new 
classi  — 
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PRESIDENT ; 


Good. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


—  fication  scheme. 


PRESIDENT: 


Right . 


EHRLICHMAN: 


In  this,  but  in  this 


PRESIDENT: 


What  I'm  getting  at  is  this  — 


KROGH: 


Haig  confirmed  this  morning  that  they're  doing 
this 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


KROGH: 


[Unintelligible]  the  thing  with,  uh  — 


PRESIDENT:      Good.   What  I  want  them  to  introduce,  what  I  want  with 
this,  what  I  want,  what  I  want  with  the  polygraph  — 
I,  uh,  uh,  is  —  You  put  your  finger  on  the  real  problem. 
A  person  in  government  or  a  person  who  has  access  to 
TOP  SECRET  can  refuse  to  take  a  polygraph.   Nobody  is 
to  have  access  to  the  "President  Cla  —  "  or,  uh,  uh, 
no  —  "National  Security."  Uh,  "National  Security"  — 
no.   And  that's  —  Why  don't  we  just  say  "National 
Security"?   I  —  Maybe  you're  right.   "National  Se  — 
Security"   —  not  TOP  SECRET.   "National  Security,"  uh  — 
or  "Special  National  Security,"  or,  uh,  it's  something 
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like  that.   But  anjrway,  get  that.   So  that  it's 
just  three  letters.   Like,  uh,  "SN  s~,"  "SNS"  or 
something  like  that. 


EHRLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


Um  huh. 


PRESIDENT:      Or,  uh  —  And  then  on  those,  that  kind  of  a  thing. 

As  I  say,  let's  limit  the  number  of  people  that  get  it. 
We  know  who'll  get  it,  and  then  everybody  who  gets  must 
sign  the,  the,  the  agreement  to  take  a  polygraph.   And 
also,  with  regard  to,  with  regard  to  the  agreement  to 
take  polygraphs.  Bud,  I  want  that  to  be  done  now  with 
about  four  or  five  hundred  people  in  State,  Defense 
and  so  forth,  so  that  we  can  s — ,  uh,  immediately  scare 
the  bastards.  Don't  you  agree? 


KROGH: 


Right . 


PRESIDENT : 


Maybe  start  now. 


KROGH: 


Yes,  sir.  We're  getting  a  draft  of  that  waiver  prepared 
and  that  stamp  —  We're  having  a  look  at  what  the  stamp 


PRESIDENT: 


Yeah. 


KROGH: 


indicates  developed  first  and  then 


PRESIDENT : 


Yeah. 
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KROGH: 


how  we  draft  the  tape  request  on  that. 


PRESIDENT:      You  see  [unintelligible].  An  agreement  to  take  the,  uh, 
uh,  an  agreement  —  I  mean,  just  say  that  all  people 
who  you're  doing  this  with  the  top  executives  in  govern- 
ment, who  have  access  to  TOP  SECRET  things.   That  should 
include  everybody  in  the  NSC  Staff,  for  example.   You 
start  with  them.   It  should  include  about,  uh,  a  hun- 
dred people.   But,  uh,  probably  four  or  five  hundred 
at  State;  four  or  five  hundred  at  Defense,  and,  uh, 
two  or  three  hundred  over  at,  uh,  CIA.   And,  uh, 
that's  it. 


KROGH: 


All  — 


PRESIDENT: 


I  don't  care  about  these  other  agencies.   Forget  them. 


KROGH: 


All  CIA  people  have  gone  through  a  polygraph.   They 
take  their  own  polygraph. 


PRESIDENT:      But  they,  they  obviously,  then  have  waived  any  rights 
to  refuse  to  take  them. 


KROGH: 


That's  right. 


EHRLICHMAN ; 


No,  no.   They  go,  they,  they  take  a  polygraph 


KROGH: 


—  as  an  applicant. 
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[Unintelligible] 


EHRLICHMAN: 


—  as  a  part  of  their  employment  process. 


PRESIDENT 
or  KROGH: 


EHRLICHMAN: 


KROGH: 


PRESIDENT: 


Right . 

That  doesn't  waive  their  right  not  to  take  a  polygraph. 

That's  right.   [Unintelligible] 

I  want  everybody  that  —  just  have  everybody  ■ —  just 
Helms  can  do  these.   They  should  have  that.   Every  CIA 
person  should  have,  should  waive  the  polygraph. 


EHRLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


Yeah. 


PRESIDENT: 


KROGH: 


But  I,  uh,  but,  uh,  I'm,  uh  —  Listen,  I  don't  know 
anything  about  polygraphs  and  I  don't  know  how 
accurate  they  are  but  I  know  they'll  scare  the  hell 
out  of  people. 

They  scare  people.   They're  clumsy.   They  ask  a  lot 
of  tough  questions. 


PRESIDENT: 


Um. 


KROGH: 


personal  questions  about  a  man's  sex  life.   About 


PRESIDENT: 


Um. 
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what  his  mother  was  like  and  things  like  that. 
These  polygraph  tests,  if  we  run  them,  would, 
would  be  more  restrictive.   Would  ask  four  or 
five  basic  questions  about  this  story;  the  famili- 
arity with  the  issues;  whether  they  talked  to 
Beecher;  what  he  said  to  Beecher,  things  in  that 
line.   I've  got  the  —  this  thing  is  set  up  now. 


EHRLICHMAN:      If  you  are,  uh  [unintelligible].   Haig's  point  is, 
he's,  he  said  you  not  do  this.   He  says,  on  this, 
his  advice  to  you  [unintelligible]  making  a  critical 
[unintelligible] 


KROGH: 


Haig,  Haig  has  told  me  that  you  just  — 


PRESIDENT: 


Oh,  no,  no,  no,  no.   We're  talking  about  one  person. 


EHRLICHMAN:      If  you  do  the  —  He's  just  for  taking  the  one  guy, 
that's  all.   So  I  said,  "No,  ~" 


KROGH: 


Yeah.   That's  the  way. 


EHRLICHMAN:     What  he's  objecting  to  is,  is  problems  that  go  past 

that.   He  says  you  will  find  for  yourself  [unintelli- 
gible] 

PRESIDENT:      I  don't  think  that's  the  point.   The  point  is  going  on 
this  one  person  now. 
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EHRLICHMAN:     Okay. 

PRESIDENT:  And  then  I'll  decide  whether  we  have  to  go  beyond  it. 

EHRLICHMAN:  Right. 

KROGH:  What  I'd  like  to  do  is  ~ 

EHRLICHMAN:  That's  fine. 

KROGH:  I'll  do  a  report  on  this  guy  and  those  immediately 

around  him. 

PRESIDENT:  That's  right. 

KROGH:  Once  we  get  that,  then  come  back 

PRESIDENT:  That's  right. 

KROGH:  and  — 

PRESIDENT:      Come  back  and  see  what  else  we  have  to  do.   But 

we're  going  to  start  shaking  them,  shaking  the  trees 
around  here. 

EHRLICHMAN:     We'd  like  to  keep  this  moving  through  the  week-end 
so  we  may  send  something  back  to  you 


PRESIDENT : 


Oh,  I'll  be  available. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


this  afternoon  or  tomorrow. 


PRESIDENT: 


I'll  be  available.   I'd  just  like  to  know. 
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EHRLICHMAN:     All  right. 

PRESIDENT:      And  if  we  catch  the  guy  his  resignation  is  speedy, 
and,  and,  and  that's  what  I  like.   Not  quietly. 

EHRLICHMAN :     Right . 

PRESIDENT:      Understand,  any  person.   On  one  condition.   You  catch 
anybody,  it's  not  going  to  be  quiet.   I'm  going  to  — 
we're  going  to  put  the  God  damn  story  out  and  he's 
going  to  be  dismissed  and  prosecuted.  There's  prosecution 

EHRLICHMAN:     You  can't  — 


KROGH: 


Uh,  the  polygraph  is  not  useful  in  prosecution, 


PRESIDENT: 


All  right. 


KROGH: 


sir. 


PRESIDENT: 


But  the  point  is,  it  is  taken. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


That's  right, 


PRESIDENT:      Doesn't  make  any  difference.   If  it's  taken,  we're 
going  to  catch  him  and  he  needs  to  be  prosecuted. 


EHRLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


EHRLICHMAN : 


Doesn't  make  any  difference. 

The  polygraph,  per  se,  is  that  your  knowledge  of 
what's  in  it  — 


PRESIDENT : 


I  know,  you  — 
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That's  right, 


PRESIDENT: 


You  use  it  for  purposes  of  cross-examination. 


KROGH: 


You  use  it  to  correct.  Yeah. 


EHRLICHMAN: 


All  right,  sir? 


PRESIDENT:      Well,  I  just  think  we  ought  to  go  out  ahead  and  it, 

it  does  happen.   This  does  affect  the  National  Secutiry- 
this  particular  one.   This  isn't  like  the  Pentagon 
Papers.   This  one  involves  a  current  negotiation  and 
it  should  not  have  been,  and  it,  its  getting  out 
jeopardizes  the  negotiating  position.   Now,  God  damn 
it,  we're  not  going  to  allow  it.   We  just  aren't 
going  to  allow  it. 


EHRLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


All  right. 


PRESIDENT: 


Good  luck. 


EHRLICHMAN 
or  KROGH: 


Yes,  sir.   Thank  you. 


PRESIDENT: 


Fine. 
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53.       Following  the  meeting  among  the  President,  Ehrlichman  and 
Krogh  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  conducted  an  investigation  of 
the  SALT  leak,  and  received  the  assistance  of  the  CIA  in  obtaining 
polygraph  equipment  and  operators. 
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Kr.:i7ic.  who  is  luiw  ;ii)  a^oci.ilc  juil!;c  of  llic  L  .S.  C>>iirt 
of  Cl.iiTiis. 

Mr.  Sampson  h.T^  been  Artinc  A(lniiiii';!rntor  of  Oni- 
err.'.  Srnicc>  sinrc  June  2,  H'72.  He  joined  the  (".cmr.il 
Services  Administration  in  191)9  as  Comnii-i-iior.cr  of  liic 
FcJcral  Supply  Sen  ice.  From  1970  to  1972  he  uas  Oont- 
n::<-:oncr  of  the  Puoiic  BuilclinijN  Service  in  GS.\  and  ih.o 
fir.<;  Deputy  Arir:-ini-.trator  of  GS.\  for  Special  Projei  is. 

Kc  can^c  to  the  General  Services  Adniini«trat;nn  after 
6  vcars  in  Pcr.ns\lvania  State  t^ovcmmcnt.  where  lie  uas 
secrctarv-  of  administration  and  biidqci  secretary  under 
Gov.  Raymond  P.  Shafcr,  and  deputy  secretarv-  for  pro- 
curement, department  of  properly  and  supplies,  under 
Gov.  William  \V.  Scranton.  Prior  to  cnierins;  government 
service,  he  was  cmploved  bv  the  General  Electric  Co.  for 
12  vears. 

Mr.  Sampson  wasbom  on  October  8.  I92R,  in  \VarTen, 
R  I.  He  received  hLs  B.S.  de.i^rcc  in  business  adminis- 
tration from  the  University  of  Rhode  Island  in  \9h]  and 
has  done  graduate  work  at  the  George  Washington 
University. 

.Active  in  several  professional  organiz.ations,  Mr.  .Samp- 
son was  presented  the  Synert^-  III  Award  for  outstanding 
contributions  toward  the  advanceinent  of  architecture  by 
the  Society  of  American  Registered  .XrchitecLs  in  1972. 
In  1973  he  was  selected  as  one  of  the  Top  Ten  Public 
Works  Men  of  the  Year,  and  he  was  named  an  honorary 
member  of  the  .American  Institute  of  .Architects. 

He  and  his  wife.  Blanche,  have  four  children  and  reside 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

note:  For  the  President's  statcmcnl  upon  announcing  his  intention 
to  r.o.-ninate  Mr.  Sampson,  sec  the  preceding:  item. 


The  Watergate  Investigation 

Statements  by  the  President.     May  22,  1973 


Recent  news  accounts  growing  out  of  tcstinonv  in  tht 
Watergate  investii.uions  have  given  grossly  misleading 
impressions  of  many  of  the  facts,  as  ihc\'  relate  both  to  mv 
own  role  and  to  certain  unrelated  activities  invoKing  na- 
tional security. 

.Already,  on  the  basis  of  second-  and  third-hand  hearsay 
testimony  by  persons  either  convicted  or  themselves  under 
investigation  in  the  case,  I  have  found  myself  accused  of 
invr.'-.cment  in  activilicN  I  never  hcird  of  unii!  I  r(j:;d 
about  them  in  news  .-'.ccouriLs. 

These  impressions  coi:ld  also  lead  to  a  serious  misunder- 
standing of  tho'c  national  security  ;ictivitics  which,  though 
totally  unrelated  to  \V.t;crg.:te,  have  become  en;an'.;Ic(l  in 
the  c.lsc.  Thcv  could  ic^id  to  furtlicr  compromise  of  scit-i- 
livc  national  securitv  information. 


I  will  not  abandon  my  responsibilities.  I  will  continue 
to  do  the  job  I  w.xs  elected  to  do. 

In  the  actompanying  statement,  I  have  set  forth  the 
facts  .IS  I  know  llieni  ;ls  they  relate  to  my  own  role. 

With  regard  to  the  specific  allegations  that  have  I>een 
made,  I  can  and  do  state  categorically : 

1.  I  .had  no  prior  knowledge  of  the  Watergate 
operation. 

2.  I  took  no  part  in,  nor  w.as  I  aware  of,  any  subsequent 
cfTorts  that  may  have  been  made  to  cover  up 
Watergate. 

3.  At  no  time  did  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  the  Watergate  defendants,  nor  did  I 
know  of  any  such  ofTcr. 

4.  I  did  not  know,  until  the  time  of  my  own  investiga- 
tion, of  any  effort  to  provide  the  Watergate  defend- 
ants with  funds. 

5.  At  no  lime  did  I  attempt,  or  did  I  authorize  others 
to  attempt,  to  implicate  the  CI.A  in  the  Watergate 
matter. 

6.  It  was  not  until  the  time  of  my  own  investigation 
that  I  learned  of  the  break-in  at  the  ofSce  of  Mr. 
Ellsberg"s  psychiatrist,  and  I  specifically  authorized 
the  furnishing  of  this  information  to  Judge  Byrne. 

7.  I  neither  authorized  nor  encouraged  subordinates  to 
eng.agc  in  illegal  or  improper  campaign  tactics. 

In  the  accompanying  statement,  I  have  .sought  to  pro- 
vide the  background  that  may  place  recent  allegations  in 
perspective.  I  have  specifically  stated  that  executive 
privilege  will  not  he  invoked  as  to  any  testimony  concern- 
ing possible  criminal  conduct  or  discussions  of  possible 
criminal  conduct,  in  the  matters  under  investigation.  I 
want  the  public  to  learn  the  truth  about  Watergate  and 
those  guilty  of  any  illegal  actions  brought  to  justice. 


Allegations  surrounding  the  Watergate  afTair  have  so 
escalated  that  I  feel  a  further  statem.ent  from  the  President 
is  required  at  this  tim.c. 

A  climate  of  sensationalism  has  developed  in  which 
even  second-  or  third-hand  hearsay  charges  are  headlined 
as  fact  and  repeated  as  fact. 

Important  national  security  operations  which  them- 
selves had  no  connection  with  Watergate  have  become 
entangled  in  the  case. 

.As  a  result,  .some  national  security  infomi.ition  has 
already  been  made  public  through  court  orders,  through 
the  .subpoenaing  of  documents,  and  through  ^cstim.ony 
vvi'-ic-scs  h;t\e  given  in  judicial  and  Congrc-S.^icnai  pro- 
cc;  (I;:;,;?.  Oiiirr  sensitive  doci:mcn;s  arc  now  ;i".rc.'!!c:;cd 
with  disclosure.  Continued  silence  about  tho.se  operations 
would  compromise  rather  than  protect  them,  and  would 
also  serve  to  perpetuate  a  gro'^sly  distorted  \itvv — which 
reient  partial  disdosures  h.ive  given — of  tlie  nature  and 
purptjse  of  those  operations. 
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records  having  been  removed  with  the  chani^e  of  adminis- 
trations) and  which  bore  directly  on  the  negotiations  then 
in  progress.  Additional  assignments  included  tracing  down 
other  national  security  leaks,  including  one  that  seriously 
compromised  the  U.S.  negotiating  position  in  the  SALT 
talks.  — - 

The  work  of  the  unit  tapered  ofT  around  the  end  of 
1971.  The  nature  of  its  work  was  such  that  it  involved 
matters  that,  from  a  national  security  standpoint,  were 
highly  sensitive  then  and  remain  so  today. 

These  intelligence  activities  had  no  connection  with  the 
brcak-iri  of  the  Democratic  headquarters,  or  the  aftermath. 
I  considered  it  my  responsibility  to  see  that  the  Water- 
gate investigation  did  not  impinge  adversely  upon  the  na- 
tional security  area.  For  example,  on  April  18,  1973, 
when  I  learned  that  Mr.  Hunt,  a  former  member  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit  at  the  White  House,  was  to 
be  questioned  by  the  U.S.  -Attorney,  I  directed  Assistant 
Attorney  General  Petersen  to  pursue  every  issue  involving 
Watergate  but  to  confine  his  investigation  to  Watergate 
and  related  matters  and  to  stay  out  of  national  security 
matters.  Subsequently,  on  April  25,  1973,  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Kleindienst  informed  me  that  because  the  Govern- 
ment had  clear  evidence  that  Mr.  Hunt  was  involved  in 
the  break-in  of  the  office  of  the  psychiatrist  who  had 
treated  Mr.  Ellsberg,  he,  the  Attorney  General,  believed 
that  despite  the  fact  that  no  evidence  had  been  obtained 
from  Hunt's  acts,  a  report  should  nevertheless  be  made  to 
the  court  trying  the  Ellsberg  case.  I  concurred,  and  di- 
rected that  the  information  be  transmitted  to  Judge  Byrne 
immediately. 

Watergate 

•  The  burglary  and  bugging  of  the  Democratic  National 
Committee  headquarters  came  as  a  complete  surprise  to 
me.  I  had  no  inkling  that  any  such  illegal  activities  had 
been  planned  by  persons  associated  with  my  campaign; 
if  I  had  knowTi,  I  would  not  have  permitted  it.  My  im- 
mediate reaction  w.is  that  those  guilty  should  he  brought 
to  justice,  and,  with  the  five  hurgl.-irs  themselves  alrcadv 
in  custody,  I  a.ssumed  that  they  would  be. 

Within  a  few  days,  ho\ve\er,  I  was  ad\iscd  that  there 
was  a  possibility  of  CIA  involvement  in  some  way. 

It  did  seem  to  me  possible  that,  because  of  the  involve- 
ment of  former  CI.-\  personnel,  and  because  of  some  of 
their  apparent  associations,  the  in\c-.tig.ition  conid  lend 
to  the  uncovering  of  co\  crt  CI.-\  operations  totally  unre- 
lated to  the  Watergate  bn-ak-in. 

In  addition,  by  this  time,  the  name  of  Mr.  Hunt  had 
surfaced  in  connection  with  WaterLjatc,  .nnd  I  w:is  alerted 
to  the  fact  that  he  hail  previously  been  a  mcniiiLT  of  the 
Special  Invcstig.itif.ns  Uiiit  in  ll-.c  W!;itc  Houso.  Tiurc- 
forc,  I  was  also  conccrnLd  that  the  Watergate  investigation 
might  well  lead  to  an  inquir>-  into  the  activities  of  the 
Special  Investigations  Unit  itself. 


'.n  Uljs  area,  I  felt  it  was  important  to  avoid  disclosure 
of  the  details  of  the  national  security  matters  with  which 
the  group  was  concerned.  I  knew  that  once  the  existence 
of  the  group  became  known,  it  would  lead  inexorably  to 
a  discussion  of  these  matters,  some  of  which  remain,  even 
today,  highly  sensitive. 

I  wanted  justice  done  with  regard  to  Watergate;  but  in 

the  scale  of  national  priorities  with  which  I  had  to  deal 

and  not  at  that  time  having  any  idea  of  the  e.xtent  of 
political  abuse  which  Watergate  reflected — I  also  had  to 
be  deeply  concerned  with  easuring  that  neither  the  covert 
operations  of  the  CI.-\  nor  the  operations  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  should  be  compromised.  TTiercforc, 
I  instructed  Mr.  Haldeman  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  ensure 
that  the  investigation  of  the  break-in  not  expose  either  an 
unrelated  covert  operation  of  the  CI.\  or  the  activities  of 
the  White  House  investigations  unit — and  to  see  that  this 
was  personally  coordinated  between  General  Walters,  the 
Deputy  Director  of  the  CIA,  and  Mr.  Gray  of  the  FBI. 
It  was  certainly  not  my'intent,  nor  my  wish,  that  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  Watergate  break-in  or  of  related  acts 
be  impeded  in  any  way. 

On  July  6,  1972,  I  telephoned  the  Acting  Director  of 
the  FBI,  L.  Patrick  Gray,  to  congratulate  him  on  hb 
successful  handling  of  the  hijacking  of  a  Pacific  Southwest 
Airlines  plane  the  previous  day.  During  the  conversation 
Mr.  Gray  discussed  with  me  the  progress  of  the  Water- 
gate investigation,  and  I  asked  him  whether  he  had  talked 
with  General  Walters.  Mr.  Gray  said  that  he  had,  and  that 
General  Walters  had  assured  him  that  the  CI.A  was  not 
involved.  In  the  discussion,  Mr.  Gray  suggested  that  the 
matter  of  Watergate  might  lead  higher.  I  told  him  to  press 
ahead  with  his  investigation. 

It  now  seems  that  later,  through  whatever  i -mplex  of 
individual  motives  and  possible  misunderstand  gs,  there 
were  apparendy  wide-ranging  efforts  to  limit  ihe  inves- 
tigation or  to  conceal  the  possible  involvement  of  members 
of  the  Administration  and  the  campaign  committee. 

I  was  not  aware  of  any  such  efforts  at  the  time.  Neither, 
imtil  after  I  began  my  own  investigation,  was  I  aware  of 
any  fundrai.sing  for  defendants  convicted  of  the  break-in 
at  Democratic  headquarters,  much  less  authorize  any  such 
fundraising..Js'Qr  (lid  I  authorize  any  offer  of  executive 
clemency  for  any  of  the  defendants. 

In  the  weeks  and  months  that  followed  Watcr:;a;i-.  I 
asked  for,  and  rei  rived,  repeated  .Lssurnnccs  that  Mr. 
Dean's  own  inwstigation  .which  included  reviewing  f.Ics 
and  sitting  in  on  FBI  inicnieus  with  White  House  ^vr- 
snnne!)  had  cleared  cvorvi'iie  then  e:iip!oyed  by  the  \\'iii:e 
Hinise  of  invoKrtncnt. 

In  siimmaiT.  then: 

■  i  ;  I  li:id  i-.i,  |.;i.ir  kp-.-wievi^'e  e.f  ihe  Waters  •.:  ■  :\- ■- 
ginc;  i.per.uion.  or  i,i  .uiy  iMcgal  sii;-\ei:i.i:ice  aeliviues  :>;r 
political  purposes. 

-.2)  Long  ptiiir  to  the  1972  (.-anipaign,  I  di.l  -ec  in 
motion  certain  internal  security  nie.usurcs,  including  Ie^.il 
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Mr.  Eiiitr-iciiJiAX.  Tlic  stratcirir  arms  liniitiitions  nefxotiations 
were  underway  in  tlie  summer  of  1071  and  a  newspaper  obtained  the 
U.S.  negotiating-  position,  in  ctTcct,  the  secret  script  for  tlic  U.S. 
negotiators  in  that  negotiation.  That  came  close  on  the  heels  of  the 
Pentagon  P:ipors  episode  and  was  a  major  cause  of  concern  for  the 
President  and  for  those  dealijig  in  this  area  of  foreign  policy.  This 
special  unit  was  aslced  to  see  if  tliey  could  determine  the  source  of  that 
leak. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  actions  the  special  unit  took  in  seek- 
ing to  carry  out  that  responsibility  ? 

Mr.  EttRLicii:MAX.  In  general  terms,  I  do.  I  know  that  they  worked 

through  the  security  people  at  the  State  Department  and  the  Defense 

Department.  They  narrowed  down  the  probable  source  of  that  leak, 

and  I  believe  there  were  some  personnel  actions  taken  as  a  result  of 

"uit. 

Mr.  Dasif.  Did  5-ou  become  aware  of  any  wiretapping  that  took 
place  at  the  request  of  the  President  and  approved  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  regard  to  that? 

Mr.  EnRf.ici I.MAX.  In  regard  to  the  SALT  leak  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

]\Ir.  Enrj:.icHMAx.  Xo. 

Mr.  Dasfi.  Did  you  bcconie  aware  of  any  wiretapping  that  was 
authorized  by  the  President  and  also  the  Attorney  General  with 
regard  to  any  particular  leaks  involving  national  security  at  this 
time? 

Mv.  Eiir.i.icH^rAX.  The  answer  to  your  question,  ^Ir.  Dash,  is  "Yes." 
It  was  in  relation  to  an  investigation  in  1971.  Bevond  that  I  cannot 
go- 
Mr.  Dash.  You  say  it  did  not  relate  to  the  SALT  leaks? 

Mr.  EiiRrJciiMAX.  No, sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  so-called  Kissinger 
taps? 

Mr.  Eni!i,icri5rAX-.  Yes.  I  knew — I  did  not  know  at  the  time  the 
details  of  tliose  taps;  that  is,  who  was  being  tapped,  the  purpose,  the 
extent,  and  so  on.  I  knew  generally  that  such  a  thing  was  going  on. 

^[r.  Dash.  And  did  you  know  wlio  liad  approved  tliat? 

Mr.  EHi:i.iriiM\x.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge;  no. 

Mr.  Dash.  WcW.  how  did  you  know?  You  said  you  knew  generally. 
How  did  it  come  to  youi' attention? 

Mr.  EHi;r.icn.'\rAX.  I  tliink  Mr.  Halden^an  told  me  obliquely  and  not 
directly  and  not  witl\  any  degree  of  specific  fact  that  such  a  thing  was 
going  on. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  tlieie  conu*  a  time  when  you  bad  more  specific  facts? 

Mr.  EHK(,TCH>rAX.  Well,  obviously,  in  the  last  few  months.  I  ha\-e 
learned  a  great  deal  more  about  tliat  whole  episode  than  I  knew  pre- 
viously. 

^^r.  Dash.  Well,  did  yon  ever  receive  the  logs  of  those  taps? 

^Ir.  EHKi.iriiMAX.  Yes.  T  evidontlv  did  without  sciutini/.ing  them, 
but  I  did  receive  them. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  tell  ns  how you  received  tliem? 

Mr.  EiiKiJCH^r AX.  Yes.  I  received  tliom  from  Mr.  ^[ardiau  at  the 
Justice  I^cpaitment. 
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July  24,  1973 

MEMORAiNDUM  CONFIDENTIAL 

TO:       Fred  Thompson 

FROM:     Don  Sanders  and  Howard  Liebengood 

SUBJECT:   DONALD  STEWART 
INTERVIEW 

Stewart  resigned  from  the  FBI  in  1965.   I  have  a  personal  recol- 
lection that  he  spent  about  15  years  with  the  FBI,  and  that  his  wife  was  the 
personal  nurse  to  J.  Edgar  Hoover  up  until  his  death.  At  the  time  of  resigna- 
tion, Stewart  v.'as  a  GS14  supervisor  in  FBI  headquarters.  He  took  a  GS15  job 
as  the  chief,  investigative  division,  directorate  for-inspection  services, 
office  of  assistant  secretary  of  defense  for  administration.  He  held  this 
office  until  December,  1972,  at  which  time  he  beceune  inspector  general  of 
the  defense  investigative  service  under  the  DCD  comptroller.  Until  December, 
1972,  Stewart's  superior  was  D.O.  Cooke,  who  was  acting  assistant  secretary 
of  defense  for  administration.   In  his  present  position,  Stewart's  immediate 
superior  is  General  Cappucci,  who  is  the  director  of  the  defense  investigative 
service. 

Stewart  works  in  the  Forestal  Building,  room  1F048,  telephone  -  OX  3- 
0421.  He  was  previously  in  tlie  Pentagon,  having  worked  in  room  3E993  until 
September,  1972,  when  he  moved  to  3C942. 

In  the  July  22,  1973,  issue  of  Parade  in  the  Washington  Post,  Jack 
Anderson  states  in  an  article  on  the  Watergate  that  Anderson's  suspected  sources 
were  grilled  in  room  3E993  of  the  Pentagon.  He  further  states  that  the  Plumbers 
mistakenly  concluded  that  Anderson's  source  was  located  on  Kissinger's  staff, 
that  innocent  staffers  were  dragged  to  the  polygraph,  that  an  entire  section  of 
Kissinger's  staff  was  scattered  around  the  world,  and  that  Admiral  Robert  tv'e lander, 
who  headed  it,  was  exiled  to  the  Atlantic  Fleet. 

On  July  24,  I  called  the  office  of  General  Cappucci  to  state  that  I 
wished  to  arrange*  an  interview  with  Stewart.  He  subsequently  appeared  in  our 
office  for  interview  by  Liebengood  and  me.   Stewart  was  questioned  concerning  the 
matter  raised  in  the  Anderson  article  and  related  aspects.  He  furnished  the  fol- 
lowing information: 

(For  purposes  of  reference,  the  initial  SALT  leak  occurred  in  a  New  York 
Times  article  by  Beecher  on  July  23,  1971.   The  India-Pakistani  War  began  on 
December  3,  1971,  and  continued  for  14  days.) 


I     On  . 


On  July  24,  1971,  Stewart  was  called  to  the  office  of  Cooke.  Egil  Krogh 

-1- 
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and  David  Young  were  there.  The  purpose  of  the  conference  was  the  SALT  leak. 
The  primary  objective  was  to  find  Beecher's  source.   Stewart  conducted  some 
interviews,  some  persons  were  put  under  polygraph  at  State  Department,  the 
FBI  entered  the  case,  and  many  DOD  people  were  questioned.  The  matter  was  not 
resolved.  Nevertheless,  Beecher  is  now  serving  as  deputy  assistant  secretary 
of  defense  for  public  affairs.  After  another  SALT  leak  this  year,  Stewart 
wrote  a  history  of  SALT  leaks  which  tended  to  show  that  they  were  contrived, 
and  that  the  very  sensitive  material  had  always  appeared  in  Beecher's  column. 


hn 


About  December  14,  1971,  Anderson  bcgan-to  publish^^articles  containing 
infonnation  obviously  derived  from  National  Security  Council  secret  documents. 
On  December  16,  Stewart  was  called  by  Cooke  to  a  meeting  where  he  met  with 
David  Young  and  Egil  Krogh.   Rear  Admiral  Welander  was  also  with  them.  Welander 
said  that  in  one  of  the  Anderson  articles,  he  had  noticed  something  which  was  of 
such  a  personal  nature  to  him  that  he  believed  the  original  document  had  to  be 
one  which  he  had  typed  from  rough  draft  notes  given  to  Yeoman  First  Class  Radford. 
Welander  was  tlien  assistant  for  national  security  affairs  to  the  chairman  of  staff 
group.  Joint  Chiefs  of  Staff.  He  had  another  capacity  as  senior  member  of  the 
NSC  staff. 

Welander  maintained  one  office  in  the  Pentagon  and  one  in  the  White 
House.  He  had  about  one-half  dozen  men  working  for  him,  including  Radford. 
Radford  was  a  Mormon  convert  who  had  served  in  the  Embassy  in  India  up  until  1970. 
Thereafter,  he  was  employed  on  the  NSC  staff  under  the  supervision  of  Welander's 
predecessor.  Admiral  Rembrandt  Robinson,  hliile  on  the  NSC  staff,  Radford  accom- 
panied Kissinger,  Haig  and  other  key  NSC  officials  on  foreign  travel. 

Following  receipt  of  the  information  from  Welander  concerning  possible 
complicity  on  the  part  of  Radford,  Stewart  conducted  interviews  with  Radford  and 
had  a  polygraph  test  administered  to  him  by  Ray  Weir  of  NSA.   Radford  admitted 
acquaintanceship  with  Jack  Anderson,  but  he  denied  that  he  provided  information 
or  documents  to  him.   He  stated  that  he  had  met  Anderson's  parents  while  at  the 
Embassy  in  New  Delhi.  Thereafter,  they  corresponded.   Later  in  Wasliington,  Rad- 
ford was  called  by  Anderson's  parents  in  December,  1970,  to  join  them  for  dinner 
at  Anderson's  home.   It  was  about  December,  1970,  that  Radford  commenced  his  duty 
with  NSC.   Radford  said  that  again  in  December,  1971,  he  was  called  by  Anderson's 
parents  to  join  them  in  a  50th  anniversary  celebration  at  Anderson's  home. 

During  the  polygraph  examination  in  a  room  alone  with  Weir,  Radford  be- 
came emotionally  upset.  He  said  that  due  to  very  sensitive  security  spects ,  he 
could  not  continue  without  the  explicit  permission  of  Admiral  Welander.   In  con- 
tact with  Welander  on  the  telephone,  Radford  was  told  that  he  should  not  witlihold 
any  information.   He  then  admitted  that  he  had  taken  documents  from  the  briefcases 
of  NSC  officials,  including  Kissinger  and  Haig,  trnd  furnished  them  to  i.'clander. 
The  polygraph  operator  concluded  there  was  deception,  however,  with  regard  to 
Radford's  denial  that  he  had  furnished  information  to  Anderson.  Additional  intcr- 
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■About  Daco.n.bor  3t,    1971,   Anaeraon  ■»^>£v--vs-4^  uublislr'articloG   containir.- 
ini'ormation  obviously  dsi-ived  fror:  national  ot'curity  Council  secrst  docunir.ts. 
On  Dsesribsr  l5,   Gto'.r.irt  '..ns   ealle-.;  by.  Cooke  "Ire  ;i  r-visting  •j'l.sre  he  r.iet  :-dth 
Da.via_Yo'an3  and  Egil  Kros'n.      Re3.r  Admiral  irslarder  vas  also  with  them,     '..'elrir.djr 
said  that  in  one  of  "ths  Andarscp  articles,   ho  had  notiosd  conisthin;;^  vhich  vaj .  or 
such  a  psrsoaal  nature  to  hirr.  that  he  believed  th.c  original  docuraant  had  to  b-- 
one  ^."hich  he  iiad  tyoid  iro.r.  rou^h  draft  notes   Gi^'S-'-  ''^o  Yoqr.ai:i__Firb^_ClaGs  Hadj'orl, 
V.'elander  vz.z  then  assistant  for  national  security  affair.l  to  the  chairnan.of~sT~'r: 
3i'0'Jp~<joint  Chiefs   of  Gtaff .      He  had  another  capacity  as  senior  meirber  of  t>e 
v.oZ'  staff.   ,  .      _ 

Ue lander  maintained  one  office  in  the  Pentagon  5nd_  one   in  the  V/hite 
Kause.     He~liad  about  one-half  dozen  men  woriAi!:^  for  hi:i,   including  Radford. 
Kaifcrd  iias  a  Morr.on  convert  i.'l»o  had  cer>i'ed  in  the  Eu.bacsy  in  India  up  until  l-/",, 
Shareaftar,   he  vas  'employed  on  the  K:3C  staff  under  the  supervision  of  V'elanSei-'s 
prodece.^sor.  Admiral  Rer.-brandt  Robinson.      w"hile  on  the  KG  staff,   Radford  a;cc:.- 
panisd  Kissir.^sr^   Hsici  a.-id  other  k::y  I:3C  officials  on  fcraign  travel.    . 

Follo'iiing  receipt  of  the  infornation.  fron  l.'elar.ior  concarnidi;  possible 
cc-;plicity  on  the  paj't  oiV  Hadfcr;".,   Jtc/art  condv-c^ed  inter\ie".,'s   \;ith  Fadfcrd  a:;d 
had  a  poly^^raph  teat  af'ninistered  to  hi:n  by  !;ay  '.."oir  of  KSA.     Radford  ac^-dtted 
acquaintanceship  witli  Jr.ck  AJidoi'jon,  but  he  denied  that  ho  provided  infor--.aticn 
or  dociiEents  to  him.      He  stated  that  he  had  met  Anderson's  parents  '.'hile  at  the 
E-bassy  in  He'.:  Dellii.     Tliereafter,   they  corr->sj)onded.     Later  in  Vfeshir.ji-cn,   F.adr 
ford  vas   called  by  Anderson's  parer'ts  in  Dece.iber,   1970,   to  join  theni  for  di:;f.er 
at  A.nderson's  hor.e.     It  vas  abou.t  Dece;:.ber,   l-JfO,    that  Radford  corLriencad  his  d.;':/ 
vith  i.SC.     Radford  said  that  t-.jain  in  Decen-.bsr,    1971,   he  \ra3  called  by  Ar.derson's 
parents   to  Join  then  in  a  50th  ^.rnl-'-ersaiv  celabi-ation  at  Andei^son's  hor.e. 


Bearing  the  poly<7raph  2::a~-instio:i  in  a  rocu  ale>ne  v/ith  V/eir;   Raiford 
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The  testimony  of  Howard  Osbom,  contained  in  classified 
transcripts  obtained  from  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  has  been 
withheld  from  publication  in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  that  committee. 

On  May  24,  1973,  CIA  Director  of  Security  Howard  Osbom  testi- 
fied before  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee,  and  in  that  testimony 
stated  that,  in  connection  with  the  New  York  Times  story  dealing  with 
the  SALT  talks,  he  had  received  a  telephone  call  from  Egil  Krogh ,  and 
was  instructed  to  provide  a  polygraph  operator  and  a  machine  to  poly- 
graph three  State  Department  employees  and  one  Defense  Department  employee 
under  the  aegis  of  State  Department  Security, 
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54.     Sometime  prior  to  July  27,  1971  Young  asked  the  Director 
of  Security  of  the  CIA  to  have  a  psychological  profile  of  Ellsberg 
prepared.   The  project  was  personally  authorized  by  CIA  Director 
Helms.   Young  told  both  Helms  and  the  CIA  Director  of  Security  that 
it  was  Ehrlichman's  wish  that  the  CIA  undertake  the  project.   By 
memorandum  dated  July  27,  1971  Young  and  Krogh  advised  Ehrlichman 
that  preparation  of  the  profile  was  underway. 


»  Page 

54.1  Richard  Helms  testimony.  Senate  Foreign  Relations 
Committee,  Nomination  of  Richard  Helms  to  be 
Ambassador  to  Iran  and  CIA  International  and 
Domestic  Activities,  May  21,  1973,  62-63 898 

54.2  CIA  employee  affidavit,  May  9,  1973  and  CIA 
Director  of  Security  memorandum,  August  3, 

1973  (received  from  CIA) 900 

54.3  Memorandum  from  Egil  Krogh  and  David  Young  to 
John  Ehrlichman,  July  27,  1971  (received  from 

White  House) 905 
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62 


Mr.  Helms.  Informed  them  about  what,  sir? 

The  CHAIK3IAJ.-.  The  Watergate  break-in  ?. 

Mr-  Helms.  As  I  said  just  a  moment  ago,  it  was  my  impression  we 
learned  about  it  from  the  newspapers. 

The  Cn-viRMAN.  And  then  you  were  not  called  late  at  night?  In  other 
words,  Mr.  Rowan's  article  was  wrong  ? 

Mr.  Helms.  No,  I  was  called  one  evening  by  the  Director  of  Security, 
Mr.  Howard  Osborne,  to  tell  me  that  some  men  had  been  cauglit  in  a 
break-in  at  the  Watergate  in  the  Democratic  National  Committee 
Headquarters,  and  that  involved  in  this  was  one  of  the  employees  of  the 
Agency ;  a  Mr.  James  McCord. 

I  did  get  that  call,  sir.  I  say  that  I  did  and  I  told  yoli  a  minute  ago 
as  to  why  it  was  a  matter  of  policy  that  I  be  informed  about  these,  such 
matters. 

The  Ch.uksl^n.  Why  would  you  be  informed  about  such  domestic 
matters?  I  mean  it  was  not  really  within  the  purview  of  the  CIA's 
responsibility,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Helsis.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  we  have  a  lot  of — tiie  Central 
Intelligence  Agency  has  a  few  thousand  employees  in  the  Washington 
area,  and  they  are  getting  into  difficulties  of  one  sort  or  anothei-,  n.s 
all  human  beings  get  into  difficulties,  and  the  agreement  I  had  with 
the  Director  of  Security  was  if  any  of  them  got  into  difficulty,  I  was 
to  be  informed. 


PSTCHOLOGICAL  profile    of   DANIEL   ELLSBERG 


The  CnAinjtAX.  When  was  tlie  CIA  fii-st  contacted  with  a  request 
for  a  psychological  profile  of  Daniel  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  Helms.  It  is  mv  recollection  it  was  the  latter  part  of  July.  1071. 

The  Chairjiax.  AMio  requested  this  profile  and  to  wliom  did  he 
speak  at  the  Agency  ? 

Mr.  Hel3is.  Mr.  David  Young  of  the  White  House  staff  refiuested 
the  profile  and  he  spoke  to  the  Director  of  Security,  Mr.  Howard 
Osborne. 

Tlie  Chairman.  Howard  who  ? 

Mr.  Heljis.  I  believe  the  reason  he  did  this  was  sometime  before 
XIr.  Young  had  told  me  that  he  had  been  given  a  new  assignment,  ho 
had  been  assigned  from  Dr.  Kissingers  office  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  staff 
to  he  in  charge  of  classification  procedures,  security  leaks,  and  associ- 
ated matters:  that  he  wanted  to  find  out  from  various  agencies  of  t!ie 
government,  including  the  CIA,  how  we  guarded  our  materials,  hovr 
we  classified  our  papers,  and  how  we  did  various  otlier  thincrs  in  this 
general  field  and  I,  therefore,  put  him  in  touch  with  the  Director  of 
Security,  M'-.  Osborne,  so  that  he  would  be  able  to  get  this  inform.ation 
on  a  direct  line. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  personally  authorize  the  preparation  of  the 
Ellsberir  profile? 

Mr.  Helms.  Yes,  with  great  reluctance,  I  did.  I  was  consulted  about 
this  and  I  remonstrated  about  it.  In  fact,  I  talked  to  Mr.  David  Young 
about  it  and  said  we  were  in  no  position  to  write  any  sucli  profile,  that 
we  did  not  have  any  information  on  Dr.  Ellsberg,  we  knew  nothing 
about  him,  and  that  it  would  be  a  verv  difficult  thing  to  liave  to  under- 
take. And  he  said  while  he  was  on  Dr.  Kissinger's  staff  he.  had  seen 
personnel  profiles,  particularly  on  Fidel  Castro,  that  had  been  written 
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C3 

by  some  doctors  in  the  Agency,  tliat  he  felt  tliis  was  the  onlj-  ii^eiicy  of 
government  that  was  capable  of  undei-tuking  such  a  job,  and  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  would  undertake  to  provide  the  informa- 
tion based  on  v.hich  the  profile  might  be  written. 

I  again  pointed  out  to  him  this  would  be  a  most  difficult  tiling  to 
do.  and  I  did  not  really  see  any  reason  why  we  sliould  become  involved 
in  it.  and  he  said  this  was  a  matter  of  a  study  of  the  Pentagon  papers 
leaks  and  various  other  leaks,  that  it  was  a  multifaceted  approacli  and 
he  felt  it  very  important,  and  Mr.  Ehrlichman  did,  that  this  be 
undertaken. 

So  I  reluctantly  said  "All  right,  let's  go  ahead  and  try  it." 


ATJTHORIZATIOX    FOR    SUCH    A    STUDY 


The  Chairman.  What  provisions  of  your  CIA  charter  do  j-ou  think 
authorized  such  a  study? 

Mr.  Hfxms.  The  only  provision  that  I  believe  would  cover  this  is 
in  the  National  Security  Act  of  1947.  There  is  a  charge  put  on  the 
Director  of  Central  Intelligence  to — giving  him,  he  is  responsible  for 
protecting  intelligence  sources  and  methods  from  unauthorized  dis- 
closure, and  since  it  is  very  difficult  to  protect  sources  and  metliods 
from  disclosure  imless  you  know  who  is  doing  the  disclosing,  it  is  a 
thing  in  which  we  have  been  involved  over  the  years  with  no  investi- 
gative powei-s,  with  no  real  tools  to  do  the  job;  it  has  been  a  very 
difficult  charge  but,  nevertheless,  it  is  still  on  the  books,  it  is  still  on  the 
statutes. 

Senator  Case.  Mr.  Chaii-man,  is  that  intended  to  cover  domestic 
action  here  in  the  United  States  oi'  actions  abroad  or  actions  unrelated 
to  the  investigative  funds  of  the  Agency  ? 

Mr.  Helms.  Well,  Senator  Case.  I  have  given  the  actual  language 
of  the  law  as  specifically  as  I  can  remember  it,  and  it  does  not  seem 
to  have  any  limitations  on  it,  either  domestic  or  foreian,  it  just  sa3'S 
unauthorized  disclosure  of  intelligence  sources  and  methods. 

Senator  Symington.  Will  the  Chair  yield  ? 

The  law  states : 

"*  *  *  And,  provided  further.  That  the  Director  of  Central  In- 
telligence shall  be  responsible  for  protecting  intelligence  sources  and 
methods  from  unauthorized  disclosure*  *  *" 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  advice  of  legal  counsel  with  regard 
to  this  authorization  ? 

Mr.  Helms.  Not  that  I  remember,  Mr.  Chairman. 


PROFILE    PREPARED    ON    COMMANDER   LLOYD   BUCHER 


The  Chairman.  Has  the  Agency  prepared  such  a  profile  for  other 
United  States  nationals? 

Mr.  Hel3IS.  I  was  told  this  past  week  that  the  only  other  time  on 
which  such  a  profile  was  prepared  was  on  Commander  Bucher  at  the 
time  of  the  Pueblo  incident. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  only  one? 

Mr.  Helms.  That  is  the  only  one  as  far  as  I  am  aware. 
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WITH  ATTACHMENT 

A  ;■  I-; !)  Av  II- 


•: 
(• 

I  sjAii:  oj'  viuc;i«(.'V 

i 

i;  COUi-M'i'  OF  FAIia-A>;,    lo   wil; 

■  CON'.KS  NOV.'.I               ^                              v.-lio.    beluj;  first  diily  Ev.-or.i, 

■  dcposot;  and  sr.ys: 

•.  1.     I  am  the  Director  of  Security  of  the  Central  InteXligoacc  Agency 

i'  2.     The  purpose  of  this  statcmcat  is  to  record  my  itivolvemc)";  in 

i  events  leading  up  to  the  preparation  of  a  psychological  profile  on.  Daniel 

i  EUsberg  prepared  at  the  request  of  Mr.   David  Young  of  ths  AVhite  House 

I  staff. 

I  3.     Mr.   David  Young  first  came  to  my  attention,  as  a  result  of  a 
telephone  call  from  the  Director  of  the  Agency,   Mr.  Richard  Kclms,   who    ■     • 

1}  informed  me  that  a  Mr.   David  Young  of  the  White  Hotiss  had  just  been. 

■  detailed  from  the  National  Security  Council  staff  to  the  staff  of  Mr.  John. 

ll 

i;  Ehrlichman,    the  President's  Counsel  for  Domestic  Affairs,   and  that  he 

ii  •                          .                                              i 

!•  would  be  working  on  security  matters.     I  v/as  instructed  by  Mr.  Helms  to           j 

•:  •                                                                                                                                                                              t 

i-  be  cooperative  in  my  relations  witli  Mr.   Young  and  to  keep  him.  (The             .         ] 

i;  ■                                •                                            \ 

\.  Director)  generally  informed.      To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  there  V7as  a 

i:  "5 

V  distinct  implication  that  Mr.   Young  would  be  specializins  in  the  matter  of           = 

j;  •                         .                            -   ■               \. 

;■  unauthorized  disclosures  of  classified  information.                                                            «• 

J 

J.  4.     Early  in  the  summer  of  1971,   I  briefed  Mr.  Yoiuig  in  my  office    ' 

I  on  the  cxpcric.aces  th;.it  the  Security  Committee  of  the  United  States  IntcUi-       I 

•*  J 

'■  gcncc  Board  had  had  in  the  field  of  unauthorized  disclosures  over  the  years       - 

.  i 

!•  and  subsequently  provided  liim  with  several  reports  and  summaries  that  had     • 


WTE-     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MIWRITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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'54.2     CIA  EMPLOYEE  AFFIDAVIT^   MAY  9,    1973 ^ 
WITH  ATTACHMENT 


'j.      In  mid-July  of  I'l/l,    M'  •    Yoim;;  coiil-ictctt  roc  I.y  Li;U:;.;.o.-> 


j: 

'•    and  Ll.iLi  <1  tli.ii.  Dr.    KiGuii>;;cr  ;-.r.(l  f'li'.    Kl>t  liciiin.-'.a  lii-.d  bucn  very  irn.-.ior.re-d 


1^    U'Uli  .-;  i.;.ycIiolo^lc;-.l  proiilc  jiicp.irccl  by  Hit;  Agcnicy's  Office  of  I/IocUr.al 
I  "^ 

:.    Services  oi>  Fidel  C.i.';tro  ,iiki  timl  Mr.    Youo^;  v/ould  litcc  to  ii.-\-c  our 

*'■ 

i[ 

i'-    Agency  ijsycliiatribls  prcpnrc  a  sir:Tilr.r  profile  on  Daniel  Ellsbcrg.     As  I 

I-    rtcall  I  informed  Mr.    You.rig  that  the  preparation  of  a  profile  on  Fidel 

ii 

;     Castro  v/as  one  thing,    bat  tl-.r.t  the  preparation,  of  a  similar  profile  on 

Daniel  Ellsberg,    a  United  States  citizen,   v.-ho  vras  presently  involved  in  a 

legal  sense  v/ith  the  United  States  Government,  Tvas  another.    I  iaformed 

Mr.    Young  that  I  v/ould  have  to  obtain  the  specific  personal  approval  of  our 

Director  before  the  Agency  entertained  any  Such  request.     He  appeared 

I    to  understand  this  and  said  that  if  he  had  any  difficulty  in  this  regard  that 
I  could  assure  the  Director  of  Mr.   Ehrlichman's  personal  interest  and  that 
Mr.    Young  would  arrange  to  have  Mr.    Ehrlichman  call  the  Director  if  I 

jl    thought  this  v/ould  be  helpful.       I  stated  that  I  did  not  bclie%-c  this  vi'ould  be 

i; 

ji    necessary  and  said  that  I  would  be  in  touch  witli  him. 

Ii 

i|       ■  -6.     ^Yithin  a  fev/  days,    I  discussed  the  request  with  Mr.   Helrr.s  a-d 

jl    he  reluctantly  approved  the  preparation  of  the  profile  with  the  stipulation. 

I; 

Ii    that  nothing  should  bo  sent  to  the  VHiite  House  in  this  regp.rd  witiiout  his 

j; 

•■    personal  prior  approval. 

■'  7.     On  29  July  19V1  (this  date  has  been  provided  me  by  Mr.  '.  ^ 

il  Director  o5  Medical  Services),    I  met  ^t'^^^^  j  [^  T.    ^J  ?'"^  dis- 

cus.'".ed  the  request  v/ith  liim,    i:ifor:niu^  liiin  of  Mr.    Young's  position  and  Iho 

j!    fact  of  tlic  Director's  approval,    r  U  T .    J agreed  to  undertake  the 
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j!                        54.2     CIA  EMPLOYEE-  AFFIDAVIT,   MAI  S,    1972, 
V  WITH  ATTACHMENT       

;l  __ 

[I    juiti'.ii  .il.idii  i.f  ill.'  jMcfili:  ill  <i-,rjrli":i,    .•icl'llii;;  \h:-X  inr'>i-ii;.iti»>.t  Jiv.ill.-vLIc 
!'    It>  liiiii  on  \v-Iik  Ii  Lu  |ii( :|..iii:  siicli  ;i  j''".''lc  v.-.lj  very  r.yt  •.•.•._.':. 

l'  8.      On  10  Aui.ii.' I  Vyn,  I      Pf-^ ;  Iiatlc-.tricfl  lo  rno  :iu  "in.a:i-.^cL 

!'    :ts::c:;i;inont"  on  U,>iu<;l   Kilr.lK  j.i;,    cI.?.Lccl  9  Aui;u-:L  19YI,    (I  licid  i.iov-Ic..i::li- 

'■    rcvicv.'C'J  n  roui^'h  cUr.ft  ol  tUt:  ii.s.sossm'cnt  from  a  Ecciuit./  point  ol  view). 

:;   I  clc.-iicd  the:  r--j;;i;r;  =  rrtcnt  with  Mr.    Ilcltns,    the  Director,    ."ir-.d  had.  it  <Iciivi:rcd 

'..    to  Mr.    D.-ivicl  Young  on  U  Augu=t  1971  by  a  special  Security  courier.     In.  m-/ 

1   note  of  trr-nsmittr.l,    I  stipulated  "I  knov.-  that  yea  appreciate  that  liov/cver  this 

I   is  used,  the  Agency  should  not  become  involved." 

9.     A  few  days  after  Mr.   Young's  receipt  of  tlie  assessment,   be 
telephoned  nae  and  expressed  some  dissatisfaction  with  the  assessment  and 
I  responded  by  pointing  out  that  material  available  to  the  Agency's 
psychiatrists  v/as  very  sparse.     He  offered  to  provide  me  v/ith  additional 
information  and  asked  that  "v/e  try  again.  "    Mr.   Young  provided  me  copies 
of  clippings,   FBI  reports,   and  other  material  which  I  forwarded  to  .   | 

I      Ur>  S      ■' as  it  was  received.     Eventually,  j ""^^  '    '  ~^ returned  at  least 

■  •        i 

some  of  the  material  to  me  v/hich  I  then  returned  to  David  Young.  ! 

i 
» 

i  10.     To  the  best  of  my  recollection  sonne  time  in  September  of  ! 

:  1971.   I  arranged  to  put' _jJ_C_iJe of  the  Agency's  Medical  Services 

I'  i 

'    staff  in  direct  contact  with  Mr.    Young  and  I  had  no  further  discussions  with.  '■' 

J!  ^  i 

'    )um  on  tills  subject.     I  do  recall  that  subscquently[_D_C_i_^ mentioned  to  I 


'I 


•    X 


;:   me  that  lie  had  briefed  Mr. J Q then  the  Deputy  Director  for 

'I  Support,   on  the  matter  and  shortly  thereafter  Mr.j     o  telephoned  me  and 

X  repeated  to  him  the  Director's  stipulation  that  he  wanted  to  approve  per- 

t 

[I   sonally  all  material  forv/ardcd  to  the  V/hite  House  o.-i  this  matter. 

f 

i|  11.     J  cori'.iiut  .d  to  liAVC  many  telephone  contacts  v/itU 
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54.2     CIA  EMPLOYEE  AFFIDAVIT,   MAI  9,    1973, 
WITH  ATTACHMENT 


■      Mr.    D.'.viil    Vo;i::-;  .mkI  iiilI  v-;;'-.  ;:?;o  o :i  .■■i;ii:j  .il  o,.c;.i::!'iii.':  iii.-olvi.-.j; 

,1    ::ii(:ciri(    ctiKilliOi  i:-.utl  i.lii.cl':'   ,u(:S  tif  cl.- .'.:;i  riL<l  ifCo.-.-.i.itioa.       \V<:  f-i  o-.-jcItcl 

'j    liiiii  v.ilh  i;..l<:i\c-ivc  ni;:t.cri.!l  don  ou.  r  file;,  .ip.'l  jicilo'  m-^d  :;c;v<jr.il  .•.pc;riCic 

J' 

j     cliiiii.i;-.i:  .i.'i.'.ciinici-.lr,  Dt  lils  rcc'-ic:t.      In  no.ic  of  IKciC  coiit;i.ct=  v.-.-.s  Uicrc: 

•'    cvcv  r.t\y  impllcritio:'.  tl:<--t  "ni;;  roquc.'^tr.  v.'crc  in  any  way  dcsijjncd  to 

';    canjoafl.i;;c  any  oli-.or  activiLJr:!:.       Mr.    Youns  was  r.  frcquc.-it  visitor  to  tlio 

i     Ajjcncy's  Headquarters  Euildiiig  and  aUlioush  our  records  indicate  tl>at  he 

ii 

li 

jl    was  never  assigned  a  "Visitor  Is'o  Escort  Badge,  "  he  v/as  Lisually  given  a 

!    Cojifercr.cc  Badge  v/nich  permitted  him  free  access,   iine.tcortcd,   to  all 

areas  of  the  Building  other  than  restricted  comDartmoriLcd  areas. 

12.     In  August  of  1972,   I  attended  a  meeting  in  Mr.   EhrlichTnan.' s 

office  v/ith  Mr.  Helms.     Mr.   Egil  Krogh  and  Mr.  David  Young  v/ere  also 

present.     Mr.   Ehrlichman  stated  that  on  behalf  of  the  President  hs  wanted 

to  emphasize  the  innportance  of  pressing  on  with  the  investigation  of 

unauthorized  disclosures  ol  classified  information.      It  was  apparent  frona 

il    Mr.    David  Young's  participation  in  this  meeting  that  he  had  the  confidence 

i'    and  trust  of  Mr.   Ehrlichman..     At  that  time,   Mr.  Young  appai-enlly  enjoyed 

ji 

j!    considerable  influence  v/ith  Mr.    Ehrlichnnan  and  any-  reluctance  to  co'-nply 

i! 

I|    with  his  requests  were  invariably  met  with  the  rejoinder  that  "I  v.'ill  have 

It 

!;    Mr.    Ehrlichman  call  Mr.   Helms.  " 

•i 
•I 

•,'•  13.     My  records  of  my  contacts  v/ith  Mr.'  Young  insofar  as 

•I 

j-     specific  dates  arc  concerned  are  incoinpletc  but  the  above  has  b^en.  prcparci 

I; 

>/    based  on  nr^y  considered  and  best  recollection  of  the  events  aj  they  occurred. 


^ 


•  i.    Subscrlljcd  and  sworr.  to  before  mc,    a  Notary  Public,    in  and  for  the  Couf.tyc 

j.     Fairta.-:,    .St.-'.tc  of  Viic>nia,    this  _9th day  of  ,\<.-..y ,    1973.        My 

coi-.-.inir.r.ion  expire;     29  5.j|)t'":il'cr  197i'i 


Kotjiy  I'liMic 

C.'(>iif>>)  i.iri).   ci-iti'icit  1(1  I.i:   li  lU    .iiirl  .ii.cvir.'li:   i:'),»y  ttf  Ofi{;  iii;tl,    ••.^cciit.:cl 
.ifrid  ivir. 
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54.2     rTA   mmnmn  of  security  memorandum,   august  3,    1973 


/ 


:  k  S  t . '.  a  •   «  .  i 


MEMOR/Urau:*;  for:   Acting  General  Counsel 


AUG  'i£i73 


SUBJECT 


Correction  of  Viy   Affidavit  Dated 
9  Kay  1973  -  Ps/chological  Profile 


\  1.   In  rosponGC  to  a  telephone  request  froir.  Mr. 

I  ,  of  your  Staff,  I  an  prciJarinrj  this  r;Cmoran- 

dum  to  coiTcct  a  date  in  an  affidavit  I  prepared  on  9 
May  1975  v;ith  rc£;ard  to  ir.y  participation  in  the  "psycl-.o- 
logical  profile"  matter. 

2.  .  In  para^:raph  12  of  rxv   affidavit  and  in  t!»o 
first  sentence,  tho  date  v/liich  reads  1972  should  be  cor- 
rected to  read  1971.   I  have  verified  this  as  bcins  tJio 
correct  date  froj.-i  ny  porsonal  records  at  honic. 


Director  of''Sccurity_ 


;  ^'— 'T*  p  ■ 


A\\.:U^^ 
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54. 3     EGIL  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM^   JULY  27,    1971 


TH  E   WHITE    HOUS£ 

V/A  S  H  I  N  C  T  O  >i 

July  27,    1971 
MEMORANDUM  FOR  JOHN  EHRLICH^LA.N 


FROM:  BUD  KROGH  ^ 

DAVID  YOUNG.:'^ 

SUBJECT:  TENTATIVE  FINDINGS 


002843 


(1)  Internal  Security  Division  (Mardian)  is  focusing  on  U.S.    vs.    Ellsber^. 
The  FBI  support  and  investigations  are  accordingly  naTrro^ved  to  this 
objective. 

(2)  ISO's  special  intelligence  unit  has  not  made  even  a  preliminary  assess- 
ment yet  on  the  big  picture.     ItFs  awaiting  DoD  input. 

(3)  DoD  has  just  gotten  sta.rted  on  its  investigation  of  individuals  involved. 
It  has  made   some  progress  on  i)  who  did  v^/hat  in  the  preparation  of  the 
study,    and  ii)  what  has  been  published  to  date. 

(4)  DoD  is  trying  to  reconstruct  the  track  of  all  the  sets.     This  is  pro- 
ceeding but  has  a  long  way  to  go.    (See:     Questions  for  Follov/-Up:    Track) 

(5)  We  must  i)  gather  all  fall-out  leads  from  U.S.    vs.    Ellsberg,  ii)  get 
FBI  to  broaden  investigation  (See  draft  Presidential  Memorandum,  to 
Hoover),    iii)  get  DoD  to  move  quickly  and  thoroughly  on  the  named  parti- 
cipants so  far  and  to  follow-\xp  all  leads.      (See  draft  Memorandum  from 
the  President  to  Department  Heads). 


(6)    Complete  psychiatric  study  should  be  done  on  Ellsberg.    (Have  re- 
quested all  related  information  from  FBI  to  date  and  asked  CLA.  to  proceed 
with  complete   study). 


(7)    Those  outside  the  White  House  must  know  that  John  D.    Ehrlichman 
has  overall  responsibility  for  this,    and  that  Krogh  and  Young  have  action. 
(See  draft  \Iemorandum.  from  President  to  Departn"ient  Heads). 
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54.  S     EGIL  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM,    JULY  27,    1971 


Questions  for  Follow-Up 


Track  o£  Papers 


a  3  T9  « 


(1)  Who  received  the  38-volume   set? 

(2)  Who  received  the  43-volume  set?     Was  there  such  a  set? 

(3)  Who  received  the  47-volume  set? 

(4)  When  were  such  sets  received  by  each? 

(5)  Who  delivered  the  sets? 

(6)  If  there  were  only  43  volumes  in  January  of  1969,   where  did  the 
other  4  come  from? 

(7)  Were  the  last  4  volumes  already  in  the  38-volurne  set?     The  43-volume 

set? 

(8)  Who  sent  the  sets  out? 

(9)  Who  received  sets?     (See  distribution  rnemo) 

(10)    Why  is  distribution  memo  dated  January  14,    1969,   when  it  appears 
that  sets  were  delivered  in  the  si-unnner  of  1969,    eg.    Katzenbach  on 
July  30,    196^9? 
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54.3     EGIL  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  27,    1971 


Questions   For  Follo'>v-Up  A*3'-y  ■' 

Warnkc /Halperin/  Gelb 

(1)  IIow  could  three  former  governn-ient  officials   (Ilalp    rin,    Gelb,    and 
Warnke)  control  access  to  Top  Sccre-t  documents  after  they  had  left 
the  government? 

(2)  Did  they  have  consultant  status  which  gave  them  need  to  know  basis 
for  their  own  access? 

(3)  What  v.-as  basis  for  Rou'en's  access  assuming  the  three  had  basis  for 
giving  same  ? 

(4)  Who  hired  particinants  of  Task  Force?  ii 

(5)  Were  any  of  them  employees  of  RAND?  (J 

(6)  Who  paid  these  participants?     RAND?     DOD? 

(7)  Has  check  of  Brookings  been  made  by  Defense  Supply  Agency  since 
case  broke? 


(8)  Do  the  three  have  need  to  knovs^  now?     Do  they  have  access  to  classified 
papers  now? 

(9)  Isn't  there   some  way  we  can  find  out  what  they  still  have? 
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54.  S     EGIL  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  27,    1971 


Questions  for  Follo\v-Up 


McNamara 


It 


(1)  What  did  McNamara  originally  want  study  group  to  do? 

(2)  Why  gross  miscalculation?   /Ir thought  six  men  could  do  in  three 
months,    but  it  took  thirty  men  and  over  eighteen  months. 

(3)  Was  the  Wnite  House  aware  of  the   study? 

(4)  Was  there  a  deliberate  attempt  to  keep  the  White  House  ignorant  of  study? 

(5)  Was  McNamara  apprised  of  progress  or^lack  of  pnsgress  of  task  force? 


^0^1^^^ 


\# 
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54.4     RICHARD  HELMS  TESTIMONY,   AUGUST  2,    1973,    8  SSC   3235 

3235 

Subsequent  to  that  he  called  me  and  said  that  he  wanted  to  pet  into 
these  thinji^s,  lie  wanted  to  find  out  how  the  Agency  and  the  intelligence 
community  handled  the  classification  of  documents,  and  other  security 
procedures,  and  I  said  I  thought  that  under  the  circumstances  that  the 
best  thing  for  me  to  do  would  be  for  me  to  put  him  in  touch  with  the 
Agency's  Director  of  Security,  a  gentleman  named  Howard  Osborne, 
who  would  then  be  able  to  talk  with  him  and  be  as  responsive  to  his 
requests  as  the  Agency  could  be. 

It  was  apparent  to  Mr.  Osborne  that  Mr.  Young  originally  made 
the  request  for  a  profile  on  Mr.  Ellsberg.  Mr.  Osborne  then  brought 
this  request  to  me. 

Mr.  DoRSEX.  Excuse  me.  Could  you  briefly  summarize  at  the  present 
time  what  this  profile  is? 

Mr.  Helms.  There  had  been — well,  I  guess — I  am  sort  of  searching 
for  a  word  here,  but  in  any  event,  over  a  period  of  some  years  the 
Agency  had  developed  a  technique  for  putting  together  a  lot  of  infor- 
mation about  a  foreigner,  maybe  a  foreign  statesman  or  a  foreign  dig- 
nitary, and  then  attempting  to  analyze  what  sort  of  a  human  being  he 
was.  These  things  were  called  variously,  I  think,  psychological  pro- 
files, is  as  good  a  title  as  any,  psychological  study.  The  idea  was  to  give 
insights  into  what  motivated  some  of  these  individuals,  why  they  did 
things  the  way  they  did,  and  so  forth. 

David  Young  knew  that  the  Agency  wrote  papers  such  as  this 
because  he  had  seen  them  when  he  was  on  Dr.  Kissinger's  staff.  So,  he 
then  said  that  he  wanted  the  Agency  to  do  this  and  he  remonstrated 
with  him.  I  said  we  have  nothing — we  know  nothing  about  Dr.  Ells- 
berg. I  have  never  laid  eyes  on  him  in  my  life.  We  have  no  records  on 
him.  We  know  nothing  about  him  and  I  think  this  is  an  imposition  to 
ask  us  to  do  this. 

He  pleaded  with  me.  He  said  that  this  was  very  important,  that  the 
White  House  was  very  much  interested  in  getting  this  material  sorted 
out,  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman  regarded  it  as  highest  priority,  so  did  Dr. 
Kissinger,  that  we  should  help  that,  we  were  the  only  ones  they  knew 
in  town  that  did  things  of  this  kind,  had  practice  in  doing  them,  and 
please,  would  we  do  so. 

I  want  to  say  here  that  the  Agency  has  a  charge  under  the  statute — 
the  National  Security  Act  of  1947  which  makes  the  Director  responsi- 
ble for  the  protection  of  intelligence  sources  and  methods  from  unau- 
thorized disclosure.  That  is  written  into  the  law.  And  this  is  a  charge 
that  has  been  on  the  Director  since  1947.  And  it  has  been  a  very  difficult 
charge  because  finding  out  how  leaks  occur  and  how  the  enemy  gets 
privilege  information  and  things  of  that  kind  is  verj'  difficult  to  do 
without  having  an  investigative  staff  and  the  Agency  never  has  had  an 
investigative  staff  for  these  purposes  and  therefore  this  charge  about 
leaks  and  investigations  therefore  has  been  a  very  difficult  if  not 
impossible  charge  to  carry  out.  And  when  I  was  testifying  before  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  back  in  May,  in  response  to  a 
question  from  Senator  Hubert  Humphrey,  I  suggested  that  this  lan- 
guage in  the  law  either  be  taken  out  or  amended  in  such  a  way  that  it 
was  a  fair  charge  on  the  Director  rather  than  what  T  felt  was  an 
unfair  charge,  but  it  was  that  charge  which  gave  him  the  leverage  to 
rather  oblige  me  to  go  along  with  an  effort  to  make  this  profile. 
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55.       Hunt  sent  a  memorandum  dated  July  28,  1971  to  Colson  entitled 
"Neutralization  of  Ellsberg."  Hunt  proposed  the  building  of  a  file  on 
Ellsberg  to  contain  all  available  overt,  covert  and  derogatory  informa- 
tion in  order  to  determine  how  to  destroy  Ellsberg 's  public  image  and 
credibility.   Hunt  suggested  that  Ellsberg 's  psychiatric  files  be  ob- 
tained.  Hunt  suggested  a  CIA  psychological  assessment/evaluation  on 
Ellsberg.   Colson  has  testified  that  he  forwarded  Hunt's  memorandum  to 
Krogh.   By  memorandum  dated  August  3,  1971  Young  reported  to  Colson  that 
the  psychological  profile  and  certain  other  items  mentioned  in  Hunt's 
memorandum  were  already  underway  and  that  the  other  suggestions  in 
Hunt's  memorandum  were  under  consideration. 
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65.1     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  24,    1973 
9  SSC  3674-75 


3674 


Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  subsequently  in  a  memorandum  to  Mr.  Colson 
sugj^ost  tlie  manner  in  which  additional  derojratory  information  miglit 
be  developed  on  Ellsberg  and  liow  a  file  might  be  constructed  to  destroy 
hispubUc  image  and  credibility? 

]Mr.  Hunt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  have  a  copy  that  the  committee  provided  you  in 
executive  session  of  a  memorandum  from  vou  to  Mr.  Colson  dated 
July  28,  1971,  entitled  "Neutralization  of  Mr.  Ellsberg?" 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  do. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  will  notice  in  that  memorandum,  ^Ir.  Hunt. 
that  one  item,  I  think  No.  7,  there  is  a  reference  to  obtaining  Ellsberg"s 
files  from  a  psychiatrist-anal3-st.  Do  you  see  that  reference  as  one  of 
the  items? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  do. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  at  the  time  you  made  that  recommendation  con- 
template that, it  might  be  necessary  "to  engage  ina  co\-ert-eatry  or 
break-in  ? 

Mr.  HxTNT.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Also,  there  is  a  reference  that  a  psychological  assessment 
from  the  CIA  be  requested  of  ]Mr.  Ellsberg.  Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  the  purpose  of  the  psychological  assessment, 
Mr.  Hunt? 

Mr.  Hunt.  One  of  the  problems  the  administration  was  having  with 
the  Ellsberg  indictment— I  believe  I  am  probably  being  presumptions 
in  using  so  large  a  fi-ame  of  reference — was  that  nobody  really  could 
comprehend  why  Ellsberg  had  done  what  he  did.  which  was  to  take 
possession  of  and  publicize  documents  with  the  highest  classification 
and  sensitivity. 

We  knew  that  some  had  been  made  available  to  the  Soviet  Union  by 
one  means  or  another.  Mr.  Ellsberg "s  personally  stated  justification  for 
having  performed  these  acts  was  not  comprehensible  to  any  of  us  in  the 
Wliite  House  who  were  charged  with  determinintr  his  motivation  and 
the  manner  of  the  leaks.  I  believe  that  it  was  my  initial  recommenda- 
tion that  we  attempt  to  probe  or  plumb  Dr.  EUsberg's  mind  by  means 
of  a  covert  psychological  assessment.  We  had  no  idea  what  type  of  an 
animal  we  were  dealing  with. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  it  also  be  true.  ^fr.  Hunt,  that  the  information 
that  might  be  obtained  from  either  the  i>rofile  or  nsvcliiatric  materials 
from  his  anaUst  mi<?ht  be  used  to  discredit  ^fr.  Ellsberg  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Might  be  used,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  if  received,  would  that  also  be  presented  to  the  press 
media?  

IVIr.  Hu>'T.  T  would  have  to  nunlifv  mv  reply,  ifr.  Dash,  by  saving 
that  it  would  depend  upon. the  nature  of  the  items  discovered. 

i\rr.  Dash.  Now,  do  vou  know  whether  or  not  vour  recommendation 
or  your  memorandum  on  the  neutralization  of  Mr.  Ellsberg  was 
imnlemented? 

IVfr.  HuxT.  In  terms  of  each  item,  sir? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  in  terms  of  some  of  these  items. 

Mr.  HuxT.  Well.  I  know  that  all  overt  nress  inatei-tMl  on  Ellsbepn- 
continued  to  ])e  collected.  A  roouest  was  levied  on  the  CIA  for  a  covert 
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55. J  E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,    SEPTEMBER  24,    1973 
9  SSC  2674-75 


3675 

psycholoorical  assessment  on  Dr.  Ellsberg.  I  believe  that  the  CIA,  the 
FBI,  and  perhaps  the  Counter-Intellirrence  Corps  were  requested  to 
provide  the  Phimbers  yroup  with  their  full  lioldinps  on  Ellsberjr.  And 
in  due  course,  we  did  enter  the  ofRce  of  Dr.  Fielding,  who  liad  been 
Dr.  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist,  to  determine  if  there  were  any  psychiatric 
notes. 

Mr.  D.\su.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  this  particular  memorandum, 
July  28,  1971,  from  Mr.  Hunt  to  Mr.  Colson,  the  subject.  "Neutraliza- 
tion of  Ellsberg,"  I  would  like  to  have  identified  for  the  record  and 
admitted  in  evidence. 

Senator  ER\^^'.  It  will  be  appropriately  marked  as  an  exhibit  and 
received  in  evidence  as  such. 
_  [The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  150.*] 

'Sir.  D.vsii.  Now,  I  think  yon  testified  in  your  statement,  you  have 


indicated  that  you  did  indeed  engage  in  a  break-in.  Was  it  subse- 
quently determined  that  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  obtain  Dr.  Ells- 
berg's medical  files  from  the  psychiatrist's  office  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  You  have  a  memorandum  which  the  committee  provided 
you,  dated  August  27.  1971.  from  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  Charles  Colson, 
with  the  subject  "PIunt-Liddy  Special  Project  No.  1"? 

Mr.  Httn't.  I  have  such  a  memorandum. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  That  is  dated  August  27.  I  think  this  was  previously  put 
in  the  record  by  the  committee,  attached  during  ilr.  Ehrlichman's  tes- 
timony. I  have  just  been  informed  that  it  is  exhibit  No.  91  in  the  com- 
mittee record. 

Do  you  have  a  copy  of  that  mem.orandum  ? 

Mr.  HtjXT.  I  beg  your  pardon. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Do  you  have  a  copy  of  that  memorandum  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir.  I  do. 

Mr.  Dash.  Let  me  just  read  the  memorandum;  it  is  brief.  This  is 
from  Mr.  Ehrlichman  to  Mr.  Colson : 

On  the  assumption  that  the  proiwsed  undert.iking  by  Hunt  and  Liddy  would 
be  carried  out  and  would  be  successful,  I  would  appreciate  receiving  from  you 
by  next  Wednesday  a  game  plan  as  to  how  and  when  you  believe  the  materials 
should  be  used. 

This  is  referring  to  Hunt-Liddv  special  project  No.  1. 

Mr.  Hunt,  what,  from  your  understanding,  on  the  date  of  August  27, 
1971,  would  Hunt  and  Liddy's  special  project  No.  1  be? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  would  assume  it  to  be  the  Fielding  entry,  based  on  the 
fact  that  ilr.  Liddv  and  I,  as  of  that  date,  would  just  have  returned 
from  our  initial  reconnaissance  of  Dr.  Fielding's  professional  premises 
in  Beverly  Plills.  we  would  have  submitted  a  feasil)ility  studv. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  that  the  reference  there  for  Hunt  and  Liddy  special 
project  No.  1  would  refer  to  the  proposed  covert  entry  of  Dr.  Fielding's 
office  for  the  psvchiatric  file? 

]\[r.  Hunt.  Yes. 

Mr.  D.ASH.  Now,  in  fact,  you  and  Mr.  Liddy  did  go  to  Los  Angeles 
to  determine  whether  a  covert  entr}'  was  feasible  and  you  did  determine 
that  it  was :  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes. 


•See  p.  3SS6. 
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55.2     E.    HOWABD  HUNT  MEMORANDUM,   JULY  28,    1971 
SSC  EXHIBIT  NO.    150,    9  SSC  2886 


3886 


Exhibit  No.  150 


E\ES  ONL-r 


MEMORANDUM  FORt 

FROMi 

SUBJECTi 


July  28    197X 

CHARLES  COLSON 
HOWARD  HUNT 
NeutrallratloD  of  ElIiberQ 


I  am  proposing  a  okaletal  operations  plan  aimed  at  buUdlos 
a  nio  on  Ellsl>erg  that  will  contain  all  available  overt,   covert 
and  derogatory  Information.     This  basic  tool  ia  essential  la 
determining  how  to  destroy  his  public  Image  and  credibility. 

Item«t 

Obtain  all  overt  press  material  on  EUsberg  and  cootlnua  - 
Ita  collection} : 

Reqdest  CIA  t6.'perfonn  a  covert  psychological  asfcao-a-, 
tnent /evaluation loo  Ellsberg; 

Interview  Ellsberg's  first  wife; 

Interview  Ellsberg'a  Saigon  contactsi    the  restaurant 
owner,   Klcolal,   and  hla  mistress  whom  Ellsberg 
covetedi 

Request  CIA,    FBI,   and  CIC  for  their  full  holdings  on 
Ellsbergi 

Eicamloe  Ellsberg  personnel  fUes  at  ISA  (Peotagon]  and 
the  Rand  Corporation,   locludin^  clearance  materials; 

Obtain  Ellsbarg'a  files  from  bis  psychiatric  analyst; 

Inventory  EUeberg's  ISA  and  Hand  colleagues;  detorcnioe 
where  they  are,   and  whether  any  might  be  approachablo. 

I  reallxe  that,    as  a  practical  matter,    not  all  the  foregoing  Items 
can  be  accompllshedj  even  so,    the/  represent  desiderata^ 
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55.3     CHARLES  COLSON  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  8,    1973 
GRAND  JURY,   PEOPLE  V.   EHRLICHMAN^    638-39 


;33 


Q     Ail  right,  sir. 

2_     .     A     I  shouldn't  say  that  I  don't  -  i  don't:  know  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Liddy.   I  have  no  idea. 

Q     Did  you  ever  come  to  hear  the  term  "The  Plumbers" 
A     Yes,  but  sometime  well  after  this  period  of  time. 
Q     And  what  was  your  understanding  when  you  heard 
the  term  as  to  who  the  term  was  being  applied  to? 
8  A     The  Room  16  Unit,  Mr.  Krogh,  Young,  Liddy,  Hunt. 

Q     All  right.  Did  you  come  to  know  any  additional  -■ 
or  did  you  come  to  acquire  any  additional  information  about 
what  the  work  of  the  Room  16  group  or  the  Plumbers  group 
was,  subsequent  to  their  getting  the  project  off  the 
ground? 

A     Yes,  I  did. 

Q     Would  you  tell  us  what  you  learned  in  that  regard? 
A     Well,  the  first  thing  that  I  learned  after  the 
meeting  of  —  or  the  first  thing  of  significance  I  think 
after  the  ireeting  of  July  22nd,  which  took  place  in  my 
office  and  which  was  really  the  first  in-depth  understanding 
that  I  had  of  the  Room  16  unit,  I  received  a  memorandum 
from  Mr.  Hunt,  July  27th  or  28th. 
Q     1971? 
A     1971. 
Q     All  right,  sir. 
25         ^  In  which  he  submitted  to  me  a  number  of  items 

for  —  as  he  put  it  de  cetero  for  corisideration  and  listed 
eight  or  ten  or  twelve  suggestions,  recommendations.   These 
ranged  from  -  all  the  way  from  a  psychological  profile  or 
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55.3  CHARLES  COLSON  TESTIMONY,   JUKE  8,    1975 
GRAND  JURY,   PEOPLE  V.    EHRLICHMAN,    638-39 


Gj9 


27 

26 


a  psychological  analysis,  whatever  the  correct  term  is, 
by  the  CIA  of  Mr.  Ellsberg.  to  tne  interviews  vith  former 
associates  and  employees  of  Mr.  Ellsberg,  to  one  particular 
item  which  is  relevant  to  this,  e^amininz   Mr,  Ellsberg's 
psychiatric  records. 

I  took  that  memorandum,  which  was  addressed  to 
me  by  Hunt,  and  fnrwarded  It  over  to  Mr.  Krogh.   I  can't 
find  in  mv  records  any  indication  of  a  cover  memorandum, 
60  I  assume  that  I  simply  wrote  something  on  the  top  to 
Krogh  sending  it  to  him. 
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55.4     EGIL  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM,   AUGUST  2,    1971,   SSC 
EXHIBIT  NO.    154,    9  SSC  3893 
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Exhibit  No.  154 
the  white  house 

WAS  H 1 N  GTO  N 

August  3,   1971 


MEMORANDUM  FOR:        CHARLES  C01>S0N 

FROM:  BUD  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG 


SUBJECT: 


i 


REFERENCE  THE  MEMORANDUM  TO  YOU 
FROM  HOWARD  HUNT  DATED  JULY  28,    1971 
ON  NEUTRALIZATION  OF  ELLSBERG 


We  already  have  in  train  the  following  projects  mentioned  in  the  Hunt 
memorandum. 

(1)  A  complete  psychological  assessment  and  evaluation  of  Ellsherg 
•by  CIA. 

(2)  We  are  continuing  to  collect  all  press  material  on  Ellsherg. 

(3)  TJitre  have  heen  several  interviews  -with  EUsberg?» first  nife*, 
and  we  air«  in  the  pcocesi  now  of  getting  transcripts. 

(4)  We  have  asked  the  FBI  to  puU  together  all  their  holding!  on 
Ellsberg. 

We  will  look  into  the  other  suggestions  which  Hunt  made. 
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U;!rT£D  CT/.T::3  DISTfilCT  COUHT 
FOP-  THE  DISTHICT  OF  C0LU.-13IA 

55. 5     imiTED  STATES  V.    COLSON  INFORMATION.   JUNE  3,    1974 


UNITED  STATES  OF  iA^lERICA 
.  V. 

CHARLES  V7.  COLS0^^ 

Defendant. 


Criminal  i:o.  ///'^ 

Violation  of  13  U.S.C. 
§1503  (Obstruction  of 
Justice. ) 


The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney, 
the  Special  Prosecutor,  •l'7atergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force,  charges: 

1.  At  all  times  material  herein,  up  to  on  or 
about  March  10,  1973,  CHARLES  v7.  COLSON,  the  DEFEKDAiiT, 
was  acting  in  the  capacity  of  an  officer  and  employee 
of  the  United  States  Government,  as  Special  Counsel 

to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  Richard  M.  Kixon. 

2.  On  or  about  June  28,  1971,  and  for  a  period 
of  time  thereafter,  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
elsewhere,  CHARLES  v;.  COLSON,  the  DEFENDA^iT,  unlaw- 
fully, willfully  and  toowingly  did  corruptly  endeavor 

to  influence,  obstruct  and  impede  the  due  administration 
of  justice  in  connection  v/ith  the  criminal  trial  of 
Daniel  Ellsberg  under  indictrr.cnt  in  the  case  of 
United  Stp.tos  v.  Russo ,  Criminal  Case  Ko.  9373, 
United  States  District  Court,  Central  District  of 
California,  by  devising  and  inplemsnting  a  scheme  to 
defame  and  destroy  the  public  i^'.agc  and  credibility 
of  Uanicl  Ellabcrg  and  those  engaged  in  th.e  legal 
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dcjfcri^e  of.    Daniel  MLlr.brro ,  \;j.tli  th'j  intent  to 
influence,  o^ur^truct,  and  iniysd;^  tii3  con'-Jlu"t  and 
outco-.e  of.    the  criminal  prosecution  then,  bciny  con- 
ducted in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Central  District  of  California. 

3.   The  aforesaid  scheme  by  which  CHAHLES  W. 
COLSON,  the  DEFENDANT,  unlawfully,  willfully  and 
knov/ingly  did  corruptly  endeavor  to  influence, 
obstruct  and  iitipede  the  due  adininistration  of  justice 
in  connection  with  the  criminal  prosecution  of 
Daniel  Ellsberg  consisted  of  the  f  ollov;ing  acts : 

(1)  In  July  and  August  1971,  the  DEFENDAMT, 
and  others  unnamed  herein,  endeavored  to  and  did 
release  defamatory  and  derogatory  allegations  concern- 
ing one  of  the  attorneys  engaged  in  the  legal  defense 

0 

of  Daniel  Ellsberg  for  the  purpose  of  publicly 
disseninating  said  allegations ,  the  knovm  and  probable 
consequences  of  which  would  be  to  influence,  obstruct, 
and  impede  the  conduct  and  outcome  of  the  criminal 
prosecution  of  Daniel  Ellsberg. 

(2)  In  o'uly  and  August  1971,  the  DEFENDANT, 
and  others  unnamed  herein,  endeavored  to  obtain, 
receive  and  release  confidential  and  derogatory 
information  concerning  Daniel  Ellsberg,  including 
information  from  the  psychiatric  files  of  Daniel 
Ellsberg,  for  the  purpose  of  publicly  disseminating 
said  information,  the  known  and  probable  consequences 
of  which  '..^ould  be  to  influence,  obstruct,  and  impede 
tho  conduct  and  outcome  of  the  criminal  prosecution 
of  Daniel  Ellsberg. 
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(In  violat.ion  ol  Title  IG,  United  Ht'-tc^  Cod.- 
Scctior.  1503.) 

Respectfully  subrr.itted. 


DATED:   June  3,  19  74 


LEOi,'  JA'.vORSKI 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution 

Force 
1425  K  Street,  N.W. 
V7ashington,  D.  C.   20005 

Attorney  for  the  United  States 
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4, 

that  not  as  a  predicate  for  anything.   So  that  paragraph,  itsel: 

may  be  misleading  because  it  is  no  part  of  the  basis  for  the 

plea. 

THE  COURT:   You  are  talking  about  the  third  paragraph 
at  the  bottom  of  the  page? 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   That  is  my  understanding.   That  is  ivhat 
Mr.  Merrill  has  stated. 

MR.  MERRILL:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   I  think  the  letter  should  be  filed  in  the 
jacket.  Madam  Clerk. 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   I  have  the  original. 

THE  COURT:   Very  well,  if  you  will  hand  tte original 
to  the  Clerk. 

Now,  you  are  before  me,  Mr.  Colson,  on  this  informatio^ 
charging  in  a  single  count  a  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  1503,  ob- 
struction of  justice. 

Have  you  read  this  information? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  I  have.  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   How  do  you  wish  to  plead? 

MR.  COLSON:   I  plead  guilty.  Your  Honor. 
ji  THE  COURT:   Now,  I  do  want  to  be  sure  you  understand 

il  the  full  implications  of  your  plea,  Mr.  Colson;  and  before  askin 
|:  you  certain  questions  that  I  wish  to  cover  in  some  detail  with 
|;you,  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Special  Prosecutor  to  state  what  the 


I! 
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5. 

Government's  evidence  would  show  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

MR.  MERRILL:   Your  Honor,  this  matter  has  been  under 
investigation  since  the  beginning  of  our  inquiry  into  this  whole 
matter. 

We  charge  here  Mr.  Colson  is  responsible  for  devising 
a  scheme  to  obtain  derogatory  information  about  Daniel  Ellsberg, 
to  defame  and  destroy  Mr.  Ellsberg's  public  image  and  credibility 
The  scheme  began  shortly  after  June  28,  1971,  which  was  the 
date  of  the  indictment  against  Daniel  Ellsberg  in  a  case  which 
is  referred  to  in  the  information. 

Shortly  after  the  indictment,  our  proof  x^ould  show, 
if  these  charges  were  to  go  to  trial,  that  Mr.  Colson,  in  a 
conversation  with  another  individual, indicated  his  desire  to  see 
that  Mr.  Ellsberg  be  convicted  and  stated  that  the  charges  agairst 
Mr.  Ellsberg  should  be  tried  in  the  newspapers. 

Sometime  shortly  thereafter  questions  were  raised  in 
j  Mr.  Colson' s  presence  regarding  the  ethics  of  such  an  attempt 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  defendant,  Mr.  Ellsberg,  was  under 
indictment.   Despite  those  questions,  Mr.  Colson  proceeded  with 
this  scheme  to  gather  such  information,  knowing  full  well  that 
the  natural  and  probable  consequences  of  such  activity  could 
have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the  trial. 

The  idea  of  obtaining  psychiatric  records  about 
Mr.  Ellsberg  was  suggested  as  an  additional  source  of  derogatory 


j'  information  about  him  and,  in  fact,  led  directly  to  the  break-ir 

ii 

|: 
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6  . 

In  the  middle  of  August,  as  the  information  suggests, 
there  was  a  memo  prepared  directly  by  someone  else  but  after 
discussions  with  Mr.  Colson  about  Mr.  Ellsberg's  attorney  which 
can  only  be  described  as  a  scurrilous  and  libelous  memorandum. 
It  was  prepared  with  the  knowledge  and  intent  to  damage 
Daniel  Ellsberg  and  with  the  recognition  that  such  a  memorandum 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  on  Mr.  Ellsberg's  trial.    ' 

The  memorandum,  after  it  was  finally  prepared,  was 
transmitted  by  others  in  the  IVhite  House  to  Mr.  Colson,  with 
the  suggestion  that  it  be  gotten  out  to  the  newspapers;  which, 
in  fact,  it  was  by  Mr.  Colson  on  the  26th  of  August  of  1971. 

As  a  result  of  the  Government's  evidence  in  this  case, 

we  feel  that  we  would  be  able  to  prove  that  beginning  about 

June  28,  1971,  and  thereafter,  in  the  months  of  July  and  August, 

Mr.  Colson  was  responsible  for  devising  a  scheme  to  gather 

'  derogatory  information  about  Mr.  Ellsberg , intending  to  do  so  in 

r  a  manner  that  would  influence,  obstruct  and  impede  the  conduct 

j 

I  and  the  outcome  of  the  Ellsberg  trial  and  that  that  conduct  was 


a  violation  of  Section  1503  of  Title  18. 

THE  COURT:   Mr.  Colson,  do  you  accept  that  statement 
for  purposes  of  this  plea? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  1  do.  Your  Honor. 


ij  THE  COURT:   You  understand  that  you  have  a  right  to 

i! 

|!  trial  by  jury  with  the  aid  of  your  attorney? 

t' 

;':  DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 
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56.     In  August  1971  William  Sullivan  delivered  to  Robert  Mardian  the 
files  and  logs  respecting  the  1969-71  wiretaps  and  the  FBI  surevillances 
on  Joseph  Kraft.   Shortly  thereafter  Mardian  delivered  these  records  to 
the  White  House.   According  to  Mardian,  when  the  materials  were  delivered 

by  him  to  the  White  House  Henry  Kissinger  and  Alexander  Haig  were  present 
and  assured  themselves  that  the  summaries  of  wiretap  information  were 

identical  to  the  summaries  that  Kissinger  had  previously  received. 

A  similar  check  was  made  with  Haldeman  as  to  summaries  sent  to  him. 

Mardian  has  stated  that  two  of  the  summaries  sent  to  Haldeman  were 

missing  from  Haldeman 's  records.   Mardian  then  delivered  the  files  and 

wiretap  logs  to  the  Oval  Office  of  the  V^niite  House. 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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Robert  C.  Hardian,  residence  2323  North  Central  (Ragency  House) 
Phoenix,  Arizona,  hotne  phone  263-3959,  business  phone  264-593L,  was 
interviewed  on  May  10,  1973. 

At  the  onset  of  the  interview  Mr.  JIardian  was  advised  of  his  con- 
stitutional rights.   He  was  specifically  advised  that  he  did  not  have  to 
oake  any  statements  and  if  he  did  they  could  be  used  against  hia  in  a 
court  of  law.   Ke  was  advised  that  he  had  a  right  to  an  attorney. 
Mr.  Mardian  replied  that  he  was  an  attorney  and , formerly  an  Assistant 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  and  was  aware  of  his  rights. 

Mr.  Mardian  x/as  advised  that  this  interview  specifically  pertained 
to  records  of  wiretap  information  allegedly  given  to  him  on  or  about  July, 
1971,  by  Charles  Brennan     xAo  was  then  an  Assistant  Director  of  the  FBI. 

Mr.  Mardian  advised  that  on  the  advice  of  his  counsel,  Mr.  David 
Brass,  ha  could  not  answer  any  questions  concerning  material  he  may 
have  received  from  Assistant  Director  Brennan.  He  said  further  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States  had  issued  an  order  that  no  Federal  employee 
was  to  talk,  about  matters  concerning  national  security.   He  said  that 
although  ha  was  not  now  a  Federal  employee,  he  felt  the  President's 
order  applied  to  him.   He  said  that  he  wanted  to  cooperate  with  the  FBI; 
that  he  was  specifically  instructed  by  his  attorney,  Mr.  Bress,  to  tell 
any  inquiring  Special  Agent  tjho  may  interview  him  from  the  FBI  that 

General  .A  ■"  = "ier  Haig  had  the  information  the  FBI  wanted  and  to  go 

no  further  in  his  conversation  or  interview. 

He  said  further  that  he  felt  compelled  not  to  disclose  any  information 
concerning  any  direct  communication  he  had  had  with  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  suggested  that  the  information  desired  by  the  FBI  could 
be  obtained  from  General  Haig,  John  Ehrlichman,  H.  R.  Haldaaan  and 
Dr.  Henry  Kissinger. 

Mr.  Mardian  \ias   advised  that  for  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry 
perhaps  he,  Mr.  Mardian,  would  be  willing  to  skirt  tha  issues  and  the 
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that  tima  two  instructions  —  one  was  to  get  the  FBI  material  f roci 
Mr.  W.  C.  Sullivaa  and  deliver  it  to  the  \Jhite  House,  and  the  second  was 
to  check  to  sea  if  all  the  material  the  '.^hite  House  had  in  Washington , 
D.  C,  matched  the  material  supplied  by  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Mr.  Mardiaa  said  he  made  immediate  flight  arrangements  and 
returned  to  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Mardiaa  advised  that  he  cannot  now  recall  how  he  contacted 
Mr.  Sullivan,  bearing  in  mind  that  he  had  had  many  contacts  with 
Mr.  Sullivan  during  his,  Mr.  Mardian's  tenure  with  the  Department  of 
Justice.   He  said  that  he  conveyed  the  President's  message  to  Mr.  Sullivan 
and  asked  him  to  supply  all  of  the  wiretap  material  to  him  as  soon  as 
possible. 


Mr.  Mardian  said  shortly  thereafter  Mr.  Charles  Brennan,  Assistant 
Director  of  the  FBI,  appeared  in  his  office  \ri.th   an  "old  heat  up"  satchel 
as  best  he  could  recall  olive  drab  in  color,  measuring  approximately  s'   ' 
inches  by  12  inches  by  17  inches.   He  said  he  also  specifically  remembered 
that  this  satchel  had  William  C.  Sullivan's  initials  on  it.   He  said  he  cannot 
specifically  recall  a  middle  initial  but  he  is  sure  that  W.  S.  was  on  the 
satchel.   '■■:  --id  he  specifically  recalls  the  initials  being  on  the  satchel 
because  they  were  affixed  by  a  tape  upon  which  the  initials  were  stamped". 

He  cannot  recall  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Brennan  at  this  time 
concerning  Mr.  Brennan 's  turning  over  this  material.   He  said  he  has  the 
distinct  impression  that  Mr.  Brennan  did  not  know  anything  about  the 
contents  of  the  satchel. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  that  he  placed  the  satchel  in  a  locked  closet  in  his 
orfice.   He  said  that  he  then  called  the  Tvhite  House  in  Washington  D  C 
advising  that  ha  had  the  material.   Again,  Mr.  Mardian  said  he  would 
prefer  not  to  name  the  individual  in  the  Vfnite  House  to  whom  he  made  the 
call.   He  said  that  at  this  point  the  timing  is  hazy.   He  says,  as  best  he 
can  remember,  the  satchel  stayed  in  his  office  for  approximately  two  days 
before  he  got  a  call  from  the  White  House  to  bring  it  over  and  to  deliver' 
it  to^Dr.  Kissinger  and  General  Haig.   Mr.  Mardian  said  he  responded  to 
the  Ivhite  House  request  right  away. 

•  Ha  said  when  he  want  into  the  Uhite  House  he  want  directly  to 
Dr.  Kissinger's  office.   Dr.  Kissinger  and  General  Haig  v/ere  present. 
Tie  said  he  specifically  remanbered  the  incident  because  when  he  came 
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into  the  office.  Dr.  Kissinger  addressed  a  remark  which  Mr.  Mardian  felt 
was  In  e:<tren:aJ.y  poor  taste  under  the  circunstances ,  to  himself,  Mr. 
Hardian,  and  to  Dr.  Kissinger's  secretary.  Dr.  Kissinger  said  something 
to  the  effect,  "Do  you  have  what  I  said  on  the  phone,"  implyLng  according 
to  Mr.  Mardiaa,  that  Mardian  had  results  of  a  xjiretap  on  Dr.  Kissinger. 
Mr.  Mardian  said  that  he  felt  this  was  in  such  poor  taste  that  it  did  not 
require  a  reply.  Dr.  Kissinger  also  said  that  he  had  been  keeping  logs 
for  the  tiae  when  he  writes  his  memoirs,  but  laughed  and  said  he  doesn't 
keep  then  any  more.  Mr.  Mardian  felt  that  this  was  simply  a  jocular 
response,  and  there  was  no  truth  whatever  in  it  nor  was  there  intended  to 
be. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  that  in  Dr.  Kissinger's  and  General  Haig's  presence 
he  opened  the  bag  and  removed  a  group  of  papers  from  the  bag  "clipped 
together"  with  a  sheet  of  paper  on  top  which  had  the  chronological  listing 
of  suEmaries  of  wiretap  information  that  had  been  previously  furnished 
by  the  FBI  to  the  White  House.  He  said  that  he  and  Dr.  Kissinger  checked 
by  date  and  satisfied  themselves  that  Dr.  Kissinger's  material  matched 
with  the  cover  sheet  which  Mr.  Mardian  was  using.   Mr.  Mardian  said  that 
he  cannot  recall  ever  looking  at  the  summaries  or  ever  discussing  the 
summaries  themselves  but  simply  checking  the  cover  sheet  by  date.   He 
said  that  he  cannot  recall  any  yellow  copies  of  summary  information  in  the 
bag  but  said  that  his  memory  is  poor  on  this  point,  and  that  is  not  to  state 
that  they  t^rere  not  in  the  bag.   He  said  the  bag  was  crammed  full  and  it 
obtained  from  wiretaps  and  the  logs  from  which  the  suiamaries  were  written. 
He  said  he  was  trying  to  be  helpful  on  this  point  but  simply  cannot  describe 
the  appearance  of  the  papers  in  the  bag  at  this  time  but  again  reiterated  it 
is  his  distinct  impression  that  they  were  wiretap  logs  and  summaries.  At 
this  point  Mr.  Mardian  was  specifically  asked  whether  or  not  there  were 
any  letters  in  the  bag  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States  written 
by  the  FBI  requesting  the  wiretaps  be  initiated.   He  replied  immediately 
that  he  could  not  recall  them  being  in  the  bag  and  said  that  it  was  his  imprassioa  ^ 
that  they  had  not  been  authorized  by  the  Attorney  General.   He  was  specifically 
asked  to  clarify  this  point  at  which  time  ha  retreated  from  the  statement  and 
said  that  that  was  simply  a  surmise  of  his.  He  said  he  never  saw,  to  his 
recollection,  any  authorization  by  the  Attorney  General  in  connection  xjlth 
this  series  of  wiretaps  but  said  that  no  one  told  him  there  was  no  authoriza- 
tions nor  did  he  have  any  factual  information  that  would  indicate  the  wiretaps 
were  anything  but  duly  authorized  by  the  Attorney  General. 
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H£  said  tkat  after  h.e  and  Dr.  Kissinger  and  General  Haig  were 
satisfied  Chat  th.e  material  in  Dr.  Eenry  Kissinger's  office  matched  the 
itemized  list,  he  walked  into  Mr.  Haldeaan's  office.   Ke  said  again  this 
point  is  not  completely  clear  in  his  oind  but  he  has  the  distinct  impres- 
sion that  ha  left  the  check  list  with  Mr.  Haldenl'an  to  check  against  the 
sunmaries  that  Haldeaan  had  in  his  possession  in  his  own  office. 

He  said  that  as  a  result  of  Mr.  Haldeman's  check,  as  best  he  can 
recall,  two  of  the  sucsiaries  which  were  sent  to  ,tha  I'/hite  House  did 
not  check  against  the  list.   He  said  his  meaory  could  be  at  fault  and  that, 
in  effect,  it  could  have  been  two  that  were  in  Dr.  Kissinger's  possession;' 
however,  he  feels  that  the  two  missing  suouaries  were  Qissing  from 
the  summaries  which  Mr.  Haldeman  checked  against  the  itemized  list. 

After  Mr.  Haldeman  completed  his  check,  Mr.  Mardian  said  he 
retrieved  the  bag  with  all  its  contents  and  walked  into  the  Oval  Room  of 
the  IJhite  House  and  left  the  bag.   He  was  specifically  asked  to  whoa  he 
gave  the  bag.   He  said  he  preferred  not  to  answer  because  of  the 
President's  order  concerning  employees  tallcing  about  national  security 
information.  Mr.  Mardian  was  specifically  asked  "Did  you  give  the  bag 
to  Mr.  Nixon,  the  President  of  the  United  States?"   He  sat  back  in  his 
chair,  shrugged  his  shoulders,  hesitated  and  said,  "I  cannot  answer  that 
question."  Mr.  Mardian  said  that  this  ended  the  entire  incident  as  far 
as  he  was  concerned  xrtth  regard  to  the  bag  that  was  turned  over  to  him 
by  Mr.  Brenr^o-     ^^  ^^^^   ^hat  while  he  had  the  bag  in  his  possession  he 
seems  to  recall  that  he  did  check  ^Tith  someone  in  the  Department  of 
Justice  to  see  if  summaries  they  had  received  checked  against  the  check 
list  which  was  on  top  and  clipped  to  the  summaries.   Mr.  Mardian  said 
that  it  is  his  intent  to  be  completely  candid  xrtth  the  FBI  but  that  he  cannot 
now  reconstruct  in  his  mind  exactly  when  this  latter  incident  occurred. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  that  it  is  his  recollection  that  when  he  compared 
the  I'JhiCe  House  s'-immaries  with  the  check  list  in  Dr.  Kissinger's  office 
with  Dr.  Kissing ar  and  General  Haig,  that  none  of  the  summaries  or  the 
entries  on  the  caack  list  were  beyond  1969.   Upon  further  reflection,  he 
said  again  that  although  he  cannot  recall  any  summary  dated  later  than 
1969,  he  cannot  make  the  statement  that  he  is  absolutely  positive  on  this 
point.   He  said  he  wants  co  be  absolutely  accurate  in  everything  he  is 
saying  to  tha  F3I  and  he  simply  cannot  recall  anything  beyond  1959. 

Mr.  Mardian  was  asked  if  there  was  anything  else  he  could  recall 
that  V7as  not  covered  la  the  interview  that  was  germane  to  tha  incident 
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Dots  O-'  l-OrtVif ■p^'O-i 


^      t  >-=—■• 


inter^/IcwGcl  on  I/uiy  10,  1575. 

At  Iho  cncet  g!  ilio  inlor7lo\?  :.Tt\  Unvdicn  wri::  c^cviscci  of  h!c;  cca- 
ctitutionnL  ri^iitc-    Ec  wris  sor^ciilcriily  n-'ivwccl  l!vit  1,2  cii:!  not  tiavo  to 
T-'^  ■■'''-  "'~y  t;;atc-2v;^,ai:i^  <ir:d  if  i.o  cii.i  laoy  cc-jI'^  1-2  used  £r-c^.ini.£  hin:  in.  s. 
co^sxb  ci  loAV.    IIo  \vc^  advirt^i  c;:r:t  h^  l^c^i  rx  r::it  to  en  rittomoy. 
I.ir.  Ivlrixdian  replied  t;:a.t  ho  was  un  ciic-.-rcy  cr.--  iO-:rcriy  "n  AcslcL-n.!; 
Attorney  General  oi  l^a  Ualica  biut^^s  end  vjas  a7;a:=:c  cl  Lis  rii-hLs. 

Hr.  Li^irdisn  \7<is  adricod  t;:::t  iV-iz  '.r.trrrricT?  Evecificaliy  porta'^ncd 
to  records  of  wircUip  iri--nratlcn  ?.iic.':e-uiy  ~i7:;ii  to  liim  cri  cr  about  July, 
1071,  by  Cliories  Urcsnsn  xjho  ^.-zs  then  zn.  A^zicizr^t  Director  cf  t];e  PBi. 

■■         Mr.  Mnrdisji  Rd7ii:-3d  thr/i  on  the  adrico  cf  hie  cuyncal,  ?1r.  David 
Eress,  he  ccra5.d  no':  GncATor  nny  Q.uostlc-ss  ccaccniins  r.ib.!;nriii  he  —r-y 
br»ve  received  from  Ac;5ii:tariLi;:rcctQr  IItq-^tji.    lie  ccid  fr.ril.cr  Lhrct  tho 
Trresi::Icnt  cf  tl^a  Uiiittcl  Ltatcs  lat'  iscut^i  en  o::ci::;r  that  uo  i'GC::ra.i  cmpioycG 

':i3  to  tpiii  ar^Gut  mutCerG  ccncornin:?  naticnni  cccujity.  He  naid  that 
idthougn  ho  ^rns  not  ncvv  a  Fe::c-rn.l  er^irilcyc?,  ho  iolt  tho  Prv^r^ir-icnL's 
t3rdcr  apoiicd  fco  him.    iio  caiU  Ihnt  ho  ^vnntc^l  to  coD-?cvi^to  \7lM\  ih6  FI-I; 

any  inov!irin:.3  ijp.'&ir.i  /ir;.?nt  r.'ho  xz?^y  ir-v-i'vloT.-  M-'n  £ro:;n  Iho  iTEI  llint 
Gcaorri  AiawC:- •^'^'■'  '':^i^  I's^.'a  ih^  irdorix-^liv^  I'zo  1-21  \:cx.tc'J.  dz'l  to  zo 
no  further  tz.  hii^  ccrircvcciiz^  cr 


He;  saii  furl^-r  that  Us  ir:]x  cz^-'cV.zd  jk;  to  d:r;clc;30  cit^y  Iniorr^-tica 
'coacernln-!;  a-y  -uircct  co-i;::~n5cnUcn  i:^  tc-.-i  h:id  \vith  ti.o  ^resident  ci  the 
United  Ct^tca  aivd  cv:— :csiGd  tlvit  th-j  infer;:: •:iii;-n  desireu  by  H-.o  ?SI  ce::dii 


iJl'c    iiCl 


.3;-.:-  e. 


Mr,  I.'ard;^-2  "ivrs  ^C7;;:cd  t:i:\t  'cr  the  v^zv^zzzo  cf  tlda  :n;-:uir: 


drt  t: 
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that  iinic  hvo  ir;r:tn:ccic;:-i3  --  cno  \'-^.z  to  I'-^L  t-;^  r"~  -,„/.^..;^,  -„ 
Mr.  V/.  C.  tiiili.-an  ar-u  cclivrr  it  io  Iho  tvhitrifG^^r^ar-ilhol^^-c:  -v- 
to  chock  to  CJf^e  ii  r.Il  U;o  irr.ccriii  the  ■Vji::''  jr-r  j--  ■— -'•  •"-  ■-'■  -"Nn"-"!!!^ 
D.  C. ,  matched  the  inaterud  i:uppiied  byV^rrSullU':^; -^;i-^. 


i->.  T.Oo  on  LCi; 


cone 

d 

c 


catcbol.    Kg  said  ho  -pociilcciily  rccnii.  uio  initios  be--  c^'tho  .-^t^^;. 
bec^uSG  thoy  wero  aubrcci  by  a  tapo  upon  v^hlch  iho  iuitiois  wore  ctar^ac^i.  - 

Hp  connct  recall  cmy  ccnvoro-tico  ?/}th  r.rr.  Prcnnon  -t  IhJe  t^-^-. 
cnccrnms  Mr.  Brcn-in'3  turnin;^  ovor  tins  n:ator:nL    iz.  ^.-'ho  I-s  t^;^ 
is^nct  n:.yros.lo:^  li:oc  Mr.  Br.^^n  did  uot  .;nov7  ruiyt^nj  -out  t^;^     ' 

.     r^'r.  ?=rardl2.n  sn:d  ihot  ho  ni-^cod  t^-^ -TV'-VaT  ;-,  ^  1^,1. _.,-^,^^^.   .    ,. 
omco.    no  said  tl-;  ha  .-.  coifed  iho  ^Vhilo'S-^A^^^  V -^^^^^^^.-^r'^ 

prefer  ucL  to  nonio  Uio  inrdi'idual  ia  iho  white  House  ic  x,ao:-i  k-  c^'*^  i;.. 
caU.    lie  -ia  that  at  this  point  tho  tivainj  is  ha::y.    Ho  ^:-yz,  as  bcit  ho"^ 

b-^*•o".-^  i,^  ,-o^  ..  ,-M'  ^-'.-^  ••  ~  .••■  -     ■-•      "         t    :"'-  :.--'-'-------'-'^->  i-'-o  cays, 

I',  r-^   r-         •-  •       •  ^  w^  ^    kv,   1 .^  --  ^-  '^    v.-.-l  10  i.ci; .  CI' 

u  i.0  )^r.  -^lOOia.ror  aro  G  ■-•^••aj.  i.'"  ■-•     " '-^    -.-.-,- .;-...  ,„;.•  ..  ^  : 

tho  V.h:to  Iioai:o"re:iuost  r^^  ov-aV" " "'"'''  '  ^  ^'f^^:'--^:^  ^o 

A'O  onid  vh-a  ho  vroav  ioio  i^o  V;:dio  ----•.  :  .  .vr-r  c':-,..,.,,.  .-, 
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into  the  oil'ico,  Dr.  ilissin^er  r.ddrcGEod  a  rcmarL  v/hicb  T!r.  Hardian  fei-l 
v;as  In  estromely  poor  tasto  uaccr  the  cii'cumstr-nccs,  to  ninii;!?!!,  llr. 
fvTardian,  ar.d  to  Dr.  Ki£Sin::;cr'£;  ::ccrstnry.    Dr.  ilissinjer  said  soraothui':^ 
to  the  eliect,   ''Do  you  have  what  I  saiti  crx  the  phcne,  '  impiying,  according 
to  Mr.  IJni-dlan,  that  Mardrin  h^ci  results  ol  a  xvirctap  en  Dr.  rii'^sir.zer . 
l.lr.  Mardian  said  tliat  he  feit  this  ^7as  In  cuch  poor  tacte  that  it  did  not 
rco/aire  a  reply.    Dr.  KiEsin.Tcr  also  said  that  he  had  been  keepln:?  lc?;s 
for  the  time  when  he  -.vrltes  ii'S  rnemoirs,  but  laughed  and  said  ho  doesn't 
heep  them  any  raore.    I/Ir.  Llaxdian  felt  tl-:?.t  this  ■was  Gimply  a  jocular 
response,  and  thsre  v?a£  no  truth  whatever  In  it  nor  was  there  intended  to 
be. 

Mr.  Mardian  said  that  iii  Dr.  KisGin^-jer's  and  General  Haic;'c  presence 
ho  opened  the  bag  and  removou  a  group  of  imoers  from  the  bag  "clipped 
togctlier'*  T?ilh  a  sheet  of  paper  en,  top  which  had  the  ciironological  listing 
of  cumtnaries  of  Avirctap  inXonnation  that  hr.d  been  previously  fui'nished 
by  the  FBI  to  the  Vthits  House.    He  said  that  he  and  Dr.  russinger  chscied 
by  date  and  satisfied  tjierasclyes  that  Dr.  KIcsinjcr'3  niaterial  matched 
with  the  cover  sheet  v/hich  IVIr.  IJorciian  v/as  using.    IJr.  Mardian  said  that 
he  caiiaot  recall  ever  looking  at  the  summaries  or  ever  discussing  the 
eummaries  theiiiseives  fiuc  sirapiy  chectang  the  cover  siieet  by  daio.    He 
said  that  lie  cannot  recall  any  yciio'X'  copies  of  summary  information  in  the 
bag  but  said  that  his  memory  is  poor  on  tills  point,  and  ttet  Is  not  to  state 
that  they  T7ere  not  in  the  bag.    lie  said  the  bag  v/as  cratamed  full  and  it 
Is  his  distinct  recollection  nov/  that  it  contajned  samraaries  of  information 
obtained  from  'wireta.ps  and  the  logs  from  which  the  surnmsries  were  written. 
He  said  he  v;as  trying  to  bo  helpful  on  this  point  but  simply  cannot  describe 
the  appearance  of  the  papers  in  the  bag  at  this  time  but  again  reiterated  it 
Is  his  distinct  Impression  that  tliey  v/cro  wiretap  logs  ani  summaries.    At 
this  point  Mr.  Mardian  was  speciiicaiiy  n£.ivcd  whether  or  not  there  were 
any  lettorG  in  the  hag  to  the  Attoi-ney  General  of  the  Unitc-d  titates  written 
by  the  FI-I  requesting  the  wiretaps  be  initiated.    Be  replied  imnicdiately 
that  he  ccJld  net  recall  them  being  in  the  bag  and  eaid  that  it  was  his  impressicn 
that  they  had  not  been  auUiorl^od  by  the  Attorney  General.    He  was  speciiicaily 
asked  to  clarify  this  point  at  wliicli  time  he  retreated  from  the  statement  and 
said  that  triat  was  sjn-.oiy  a  siarmiso  of  bis.    He  said  he  never  saw,  to  his 
I'ecoUection,  any  authorization  by  the  Attorney  General  in  connection  wiia 
this  scries  of  wiretaps  but  said  tint  no  one  told  iiim  there  was  no  authoriza- 
tions nor  did  he  have  any  laciunl  information  that  would  Indicate  the  wiretaps 
were  anything  but  duly  authorized  by  the  Attorney  General. 
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■       _Eo  G2ld  that  after  I-  nnd  Dr.  Kl'sin-r  t.t,1  Gc-r^rni  T-j-  ^y^-o 
snuEncd  ti-t  the  nrvtcrinl  in  Dr.   D-nrj  1:15^::,^.-.  0-.^ ":,.;:;;:  ■ 
iteini::en  iict,  ho.  waliod  into  Mr.  IlrUcicm-n's  oiiic^.-  r^  Wi-P^""^^"" 
point  is  not  conipictcij  cl-cu-  jri  h!a  inind  LuL  j:e  J-s  tb- d^n;^t'i^^-^. 
sion  (hat  he  lelt  t:iG  cJ:ec:.  liUi  wit;;  Llr.  Ilaiciemaii  to  c^-c^  ....;:~n-,^ 
_   nomniaries  that  Halcieinan  iiad  in  his  posseGslcn  inhis  0^7^  ^^^^   '"" 

Ho  said  that  as  a  rccult  of  I:r.  ITaldcmau's  chock,  r^s  b^st  h-^  c^i 
rccnll,  IV70.0.  tho  cumnirirics  vhiciiivcre  scut  to  ihs  Whit<^  ^:z'2zr^:^^ 
not  ciicc;:  npiu.t  tha  list.    Ho  raid  hlc  memory  could  b=  at  ^uit^nd^t)..  t 
in  eJcct,    t  cc;^  nave  been  t.vo  thr^c  xvorc  in  Dr.  Ki.sln^Gr's  no:^3;on' 
hov^cvor.  no  fools  u^  tho  t^vo  oi.sln;;  summaries  wcro~l.iG.i;v^^     ' 

\,^u — 1 1'— u^^t,^.<i:jc_i.^^i,  i^iQ  icoiniscu  list. 

^^.^-  ^^'■^^?l  "'?•  '"^^f.-"^"-"  coriplotcd  his  chock,  Ut.  M^irdirox  sria  k- 
the  \v^ito  House  and  loft  tho  ba^.    lio  w^s  Goocinc:>21y  nsKed^oV^^  ^ 

as  h«  w-s  co^:ccm3d  m-iUi  re;ard  to  iho  ba-  tbr^t  v/as  turr^'o--^'to  -^ 
by  Mr.  Drei-ion.  Eo  said  thnt  while  ii-  h4  t-  :,.-.  ^,~;  r""  ^,;;:^°  "-- 
cp-^-.^r-  fo  r/-^-n  M  -,1-1-^  !•  ■    i.     ■      ...  '  ■"=•  --'-''*  possession  i-.o 

es...^  to  i;cc.di  .hat  Le  c.:a  chcc.^  v>th  r:on:co:io  ia  tI:o  Dcn-rt^:/^-^  o£ 

Juol)CG  to  SCO  ii  £u-r::ario5  they  haa  received  checked  p  ;'>^->.f  Ih^ci-.,..- 

thn^  i^  i-  1,;:'.,!^  7!  '  "-^^'\-^'^  ;°  '-  i-an^rtiarics.  Iwr.  M:irdi:in  said 
t-->.  i.  1^  J^  .:uca.  to  oe  conriloic-Iy  candid  -ith  the  FDI  but  t^r^t  ^a  r^--^^^ 

.  c..^^,^,  ,..;.^.,  r^^3  LacLor  mciacnt  occurred, 

Mr.  Mardin-  said  that  it  is  h:s  rccoIiecticEi  that  v/hon  ho  compared 

•  *-»  ,-\  ;  r 

,.       -  ■ .,  that 

en^nea  ca  t.-  cl^ock  iict  wore  boycaa  1^}59.    Upc:i  iurlher  renecci-a    ^ 


%7ith  Dr.  Xi: 


^.ca  L70  checiiii3Ci:.Dr.  vj^sj^^v^  ^.._, 


the  wnite  liouac-  ."•vmai?_ries  v,' 

ia.-ln-er  aad  Gc.^or.ai  liai^,  L^-t --^t*  <-;  -^^ -, ->.^..;-.„ 

said  a:ir^ia  L^a:  aldicuai;  he  caanc:  rccaU  a"-  -- -'       •   ■       ?^  ^- 

),  ha  chariot  aiiaae  the  ;.'atoa^cat  i;-^t  h 
FOini:.    Ho  caid  i^e  waais  to  be  e':;o''--''i-.  "-r-.-^-^f 


...^    v_..,...i:'".^:'^f=;^-^™-=-  s^^^^^^^^^tcu  iater'thaa 

• — jA_wei)  po_.:t.ivc  ca  taia 


■  ■-^  I- 


>^  ^,.,_^,^     ,  ..  -       ...  -ao  la 


TvTt' 


wo   ..71 


coaid  rceaii 
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Dat6  o(  lroniCriplloft_ 


May  10,  1973 


Charles  D.  Brennai)  SAC,  Alexandria,  Virginia,  advised  on  5/9/73 
that  in  the  Fall  of  1969  or  in  early  1970,  as  he  recalls,  on  a  Sunday  morning 
and  after  church  at  about  noon,  he  received  a  telephone  call  from  Assistant 
Director  Sullivan  who  at  that  time  was  in  charge  of  Domestic  Intelligence 
Division.    Sullivan  wanted  to  knov;  the  mechanics  for  placing  a  wiretap,  but 
was  so  nonspecific  and  refused  to  discuss  the  matter  on  the  phone  saying 
that  it  v.as  an  ultra- sensitive  situation,  that  Brennan  proceeded  to  the  office. 
Brennan  v/ent  to  Sullivan's  office  immediately  where  Sullivan  advised  him 
that  President  NLxon  was  concerned  about  leaks  in  the  White  House  and  wire- 
taps were  requested  on  members  of  the  White  House  staff  and  some  members 
of  the  press.    It  v/as  Brennan 's  impression  that  Sullivan  had  received  this 
call  from  the  White  House  either  early  that  Sunday  morning  or  the  previous 
Saturday  night.    Brennan  said  that'  Sullivan  did  not  name  the  person  requesting 
the  coverage  nor  did  he  name  any  of  the  persons  on  whom  the  coverage  was 
to  be  placed  but  he  does  seem  to  recall  that  there  were  several  persons  on 
whom  the  "iViretaps  were  to  be  placed. 

Sullivan  told  Brennan  that  he  had  called  Director  J.  Edgar  Hoover 
at  home  and  received  Hoover's  okay,  but  that  Hoover  was  very  adamant  about 
first  getting  the  Attorney  General's  approval  before  initiating  these  wiretaps. 
Brennan  said  that  Sullivan  indicated  that  Mr.  Hoover  was  most  emphatic 
about  going  through  the  usual  channels  with  the  Attornev  General  for  written 
approval. 

Brennan  tcld  Sullivan  that  Supervisor  Mike  Rozamus,  now  retired, 
was  the  meciianic  for  such  matters  and,  to  the  best  of  his  recollection, 
Brennan  then  called  Milce  Rozamus  at  home  and  instructed  Rozamus  to  conie 
into  the  office  to  meet  with  Sullivan  to  arrange  for  these  wiretaps.    Brennan 
believes  he  left  the  office  before  Rozamus  arrived  in   Sullivan's  office  but 
he  also  Ijelieves  that  later  that  evening  he  telephoned  Rozamus  at  which  time 
Rozamus  assured  him  that  he  had  handled  the  work  for  Sullivan.    If  a 
stenographer  had  been  ordered  in  and  who  she  might  be  were  not  kjiown  to 
Breiman. 


- May  9j   1973  o.    Alexandria,  Virginia 


Inspector  J.  E.^ZieOnd c=..  ...■■,:-■ MayJO,  J97_3_ 

Special  Ageni.  J.  0.  jngnun:biig 


M     0"rt     .1!     con'enli     or?     nc»     tj    be     dislribu'ed    Qwl'.i 


'NOTE-     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,   THE  CHAIRMAN  AN U  NANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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Brennan  seems  to  recall  that  shortly  after  tlie  project  got  started 
Sullivan  gave  log  review  responsibilities  and  other  responsibilities  regarding 
this  project  to  Supervisor  Bernard  Wells,  nov/  retired.    Brennan 's  recollec- 
tion is  that  Wells  thereafter  prepared  the  summary  letters  and  any  otheF 
correspondence  under  Sullivan's  initials  at  all  times  unless  after  Sullivan 
was  promoted  to  Assistant  to  tlie  Dirccior  and  Brennan  promoted  to  Assistant 
Director,  with  Sullivan  out  of  ton'n.  V/clls  may  have  prepared  these  com- 
munications using  liis  (Brennan 's)  initials.    Nevertheless,  Brennan  advised 
that  to  tlie  best  of  liis  recollection  he  docs  not  recall  ever  seeing  or  initialling 
any  requests  for  wiretaps,  logs  or  sumjnary  letters  to  tjie  White  House 
although  he  stated  he  may  have  on  occasion  as  a  matter  of  expediency 
initialled  yellow  copies  thereof. 

Brennan  advised  that  ho  never  knev;  anything  about  the  termination 
of  this  wiretap  project  and  believed  these  wiretaps  were  still  in  effect  under 
Acting  Director  L.  Patrick  Gray,  III.    Brennan  stated  th.at  he  never  knew 
the  names  of  any  of  the  persons  on  whom  the  wiretaps  were  placed  but  does 
seem  to  recall  the  nam.es  of  T  Kj  and     :B 

coming  up  in  short  discussions  v/ith  Wells  about  the  results  of 
v/iretaps.    Brennan  recalls  Wells  mentioning        "P        because        P        was 
a  "swinger"  and  he  and  his  wife  were  involved  in  considerable  social  life. 

T       also  appeared  to  own  a  Brennan  also  recalls 

that  Wells  told  him  on  a  fev;  occasions  tliat  the  project  was  fruitless  as  far 
as  Wells  was  concerned  since  the  majority  of  the  material  obtained  through 
these  wiretaps  was  mostly  social  gossip. 


Brennan-recalls  receiving  a  visit  in  v/hat  he  estimates  v/as  August 
of  1971  at  his  9th  ^nd  D  Street  office  from  Sullivan,  who  came  into  Breniian's 
office  with  a  heavily  loaded  brief  case.    Brennan  could  not  recall  the  exact 
description  of  this  brief  case  but  indicated  it  was  similar  to  a  Bureau  size 
brief  case  and  also  seems  to  recall  that  it  v.'as  black  cov/hide  and  h.ad  straps 
on  it,    Brennan  could  not  recall  whether  the  brief  case  was  locked  or  sealed 
or  had  any  other  security  feature  to  it.  but  he  did  say  that  it  v/as  quite  thick 
and  heavy.    Brennan  said  that  Sullivan  had  told  him  that  he  (Sullivan)  had 
been  down  to  Robert  Mardian's  office  in  th.e  same  building  to  turn  this  material 
over  to  Mardian  since  it  was  highly  sensitive  material  which  the  Attorney 
General  was  interested  in  reviewing.     Brennan  advised  that  Sullivan  did  not 
tell  him  wiiat  was  in  the  brief  case,  and  vvhen  Sullivan  left  he  promptly 
called  Mardian 's  office  to  determine  when  Mardian  would  be  returning.    He 
was  told  that  Mr.  Mardian  would  be  back  in  about  thirty  minutes  and  then 
thirty  minutes  or  so  later  Brennan  hand  carried  tliis  brief  case  to  IVIardian's 
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office  and  tui-ncd  it  over  to  Mardian.  who  was  expecting  it  from  Sullivan. 
Drennan  said  lie  made  no  wx'itten  record  nor  phone  call  to  Sullivan  or  any- 
one else  about  the  delivery  of  this  brief  case.    Brennan  said  he  did  not 
open  nor  look  into  the  brief  case  while  it  was  in  his  possession. 


When  asked  v.'het'aer  he  recalled  a  visit  by  Sullivan  to  France  during 
this  time  Brennan  stated  that  he  does  recall  Sullivan  making  inspection 
tours  of  various  Legal  Attache  Offices  in  Europe  around  that  time  and  seems 
to  remember  very  slightly  that  Sullivan  did  make  a  trip  to  Paris  but  Brennan 
could  not  recall  when  this  v/as  or  the  reason  for  the  visit. 

Brennan  stated  that  he  last  sav/  Sullivan  on  5/8/73  at  the  funeral  of 
the  wife  of  a  mutual  friend  but  claimed  he  did  not  discuss  tliis  matter  v/ith 
Sullivan  at  that  time  and,  in  fact,  has  never  discussed  this  matter  with 
Sullivan  since  Sullivan  left  the  Bureau.    Brennan  stated  that  this  entire 
wiretap  project  v/as  a  special  project  which  he  understood  was  to  be  handled 
by  Mr.  Sullivan  alone  and,  therefore,  never  at  any  time  injected  himself 
into  its  operation. 
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datl:      5/13/73 
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C0\'EPaG2   PLACED   AT  TKS 
REQUEST  OF  THE  WHITE   HOUSE 


or' 


1-Mr.  Eardley 

\-Vx,  Felt 

i-yiT.  E.s.irii 

l-.Mr.  V.a  Iters 

l-;.Lr.  V.'annall 

1-?>'j:.  T.J.Sai 


V.-.  &  ir^-::. 

».*,-.  V'.. -.  ;  ; 


Pursuant  to  instructions  of  the  Acting  Director,  I 
net  hia  at  11:00  AM  on  5/12/73  in  the  office  of  I'jr.  Leonard 
Garnent  at  rooa  128  of  the  Executive  Office  Buildiag.   V/e 
□et  Mr.  Fred  Bushardt  who  took  us  to  a  room  with  a  vault  and 
turned  over  to  us  tv,-o  sealed  boxes  which  v/e  determined  to  be 
official  records  of  the  FBI  v/hich  had  been  in  the  protective 
custody  of  rorssr  Assistant  to  the  Director  Williajv.  C.  Sullivan 
prior  to  his  retirenent  in  October,  1971. 

Mr.  Buzhardt  said  that  the  records  should  be  exnmined 
and  that  a  receipt  describing  them  should- be  prepared  and  signed 
by'ne  before  they  were  removed  from  the  vault.   I  then  proceeded 
to  examine  tlie  records  and  rcake  an  invcntbz-y  in  the  form  of  a 
1-oooi  nt. .   Frioh  hov  '.vss  i  nvpntnri  nrl  KpnnrnT.**!  v  and  a  r.nnv  nf  thr* 
receipt  prepared  by  ise  is  attached  for  inforrjatiou. 

I  finished  the  inventory  at  about  2:30  PM  and  Mr.  Garnent 
then  looked  over  the  inventory  receipt  and  I  signed  out  of  the 
vault  with  th3  tT,-o  boxes  of  records  at  2:45  P.M.   A  Secret  Service 
Af^cnt  who  had  remained  in  the  vault  area  while  the  records  were 
being  inventoried  drove  ine  to  the  Federal  Triangle  Building  "here 
the  Intelligence  Division  is  located.   The  records  are  presently 
being  maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  your  office. 
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The  two  boxes  contain  the  original  logs  of  intercepts  of 
various  electronic  surveillances  operated;  the  original,  sir 
oi'S  to  ti:e  Attorney  General,  each  signed  by  hin,  requesting 
crization  to  install  the  electronic  surveillances;  Original 
crs  to  President  >:ixoa,  Dr.  Kissinger,  Vx .    Haldercan,  a 
ichr.nn  reporting  on  the  results  of  the  electronic  surv 
FBI  yclio-.v  file  copies  on  the  above-nientionea  letters; 
rs  to  the  Attorney  Gep.eral  advising  of  discontinua 
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■WTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  TEE  DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING 
MINORITY  MEMBER  DIRECTED  THAT  CERTAIN  MATERIAL  BE  DELETED  PRIOR  TO 
PRESENTATION  OF  THE  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
DELETED  NAMES  OF  WIRETAPPED  INDIVIDUALS  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY  LETTER 
DESIGNATION. 
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The  summaries  are  full  of  examples  of  careless  and  loose 
talk  about  matters  being  handled  in  the  V/hite  House  by  the  persons 
in  the  White  House  on  v/hon  coverage  was  placed.   Even  the  '.vives 
had  a  habit  of  discussing  their  husbands'  work  unnecessarily.   For 
example,  in  one  case  Mrs.    /\/     ,  in  a  conversation  with  a 
cemetary  lot  salesman,  revealed  that  her  husband  had  been  working 
long  hours  preparing  a  speech  for  President  Nixon  to  deliver 
shortly. 

Various  of  the  White  House  personnel  were  often  in  contact 
with  newspaper  men,  and  some  were  involved  in  close  personal 
relationships  with  newsmen. 

With  specific  respect  to  any  monitoring  of  Daniel  Ellsberg, 
a  review  of  the  logs  of  the  Halperin  electronic  surveillance 
revealed  fifteen  instances  of  Ellsberg  on  the  Halperin  national 
security  electronic  surveillance.   There  is  attached  hereto  a 
rough  draft  summary  of  the  Ellsberg  intercepts.   It  is  to  be 
noted  that  aside  frcun  one  conversation  on  11/22/70,  which  perhaps 
established  a  rationale  for  Ellsberg 's  anti-war  posture,  none  of 
the  intercepts  of  Ellsberg  were  related  in  any  v/ay  to  the  Pentagon 
Papers  investigation.   Seme  of  the  intercepted  conversations 
related  to  drugs  such  as  LSD  and  mai'ijuana. 

I         There  is  one  folder  in  the  material  bearing  the  code 
Iword  "     ."  This  has  to  do  with  Joseph  Kraft,  the  syndicated 
columnist.   Nothing  in  the  folder  suggested  that  coverage  of 
■-Kraft  had  been  requested  by  the  White  House  or  anyone.   However, 
a  number  of  personal  letters  marked  "Top  Secret  -  Do  Not  File" 
addressed  to  Mr.  Hoover  suggests  that  ?,tr.  Hoover  was  aware  of 
the  "    "  project.   In  essence,  Joe  Kraft  apparently  made  a 
European  trip  in  1969  and  someone  desired  electronic  coverage 
of  him  while  he  was  abroad.   Sullivan  made  a  special  trip  to 

,  where  he  apparently  arranged  through  the       Attache 
to  have  the        authorities  place  a  microphone  in  Kraft's 
hotel  room  in      .   There  are  logs  indicating  that  microphone 
coverage  was  instituted  and  reported  through  the  ,    i  Attache. 
There  are  no  tickler  or  file  copies  of  any  summary  memoranda 
I  to  indicate  that  the  results  of  the  coverage  on  Kraft  were  ever 
Y    furnished  to  anyone  but  Mr.  Hoover. 

For  the  time  being  all  of  these  records  are  being 
maintained  under  secure  conditions  in  Intelligence  Division 
space.   We  will  begin  immediately  to  integrate  the  records 
into  our  regular  "June"  files  and  to  prepare  appropriate 
general  and  special  electronic  surveillance  indices  so  that  the 
integrity  of  FBI  records  will  be  restored^ 
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FEDERAL  BUREAU  OF  INVESTIGATION 

Date  of  transcription  May  12.  1973 

John  D.  Ehrlichman,  residence  330  Chesapeake  Drive,  Great 
Falls  Virginia,  was  Interviewed  by  Inspector  William  A.  Meincke  and 
Special  Agent  E  T.  Zinn  in  the  presence  of  his  attorney.  Mr.  J.J. 
Wilson,  at  Mr.  Wilson's  office,  815  15th  Street,  Northwest,  Washington, 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  was  advised  at  the  onset  of  the  interview  that 
he  was  being  contacted  concerning  any  information  he  may  possess  con-  • 
cerning  the  delivery  of  wiretap  information  from  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  by  Mr.  Robert  Mardian,  in  a  brief  case  or  satchel  some- 
time in  July,  1971. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  said  that  although  he  cannot  recall  the  exact 
date  he  does  recall  Mr.  Mardian  being  associated  with  the  delivery  of 
a  stack  of  wiretap  logs  and  other  written  material  which  he  knew  to  be 
summaries  of  the  wiretap  logs  to  the  White  House.   Mr.  Ehrlichman 
said  that  this  was  a  long  time  ago  and  his  memory  is  somewhat  hazy, 
but  he  recalls  that  Mr.  Mardian  was  definitely  associated  with  the  logs 
and  other  written  material  at  the  time  of  delivery.   He  said  the  material 
to  his  best  recollection  was  in  several  brief  cases  or  packages  bound 
together  or  it  may  have  simply  been  loose  and  stacked  on  the  desk  in 
his  outer  office.   He  said  that  he  received  specific  instructions  as  to 
what  to  do  with  this  wiretap  material;  however,  he  said  that  he  would 
not  name  the  individual  who  issued  these  instructions.   He  said  the 
instructions  were  to  file  the  material  in  his  office,  which  he  did.  He 
said  that  he  recalls  "sampling"  the  material  at  the  time  he  took  possession. 
He  said  by  sampling"  he  simply  meant  that  he  only  looked  at  a  random 
sampling  of  the  contents  of  the  stack  of  material  rather  than  perusing  or 
leafing  through  the  entire  contents.  He  said  that  he  recalled  there  was 
really  nothing  of  any  vital  importance  in  the  material,  as  best  he  could 
recall.   He  said  he  never  looked  at  the  contents  of  this  material  again. 

He  was  specifically  asked  whether  or  not  he  noticed  any  letters 
authorizing  wiretaps  by  the  Attorney  General  in  this  group  of  correspondence. 
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He  said  no,  that  he  cannot  recall  seeing  any  letters  of  authorization.  He 
said  that  when  he  speaks  of  filing,  according  to  the  instructions  which 
were  given  to  him,  he  really  means  that  he  would  order  his  Executive 
Assistant,  Mr.  Tod  Hullin,  to  perform  the  actual  filing  function. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  said  the  material  to  which  he  was  referring 
was  filed  in  a  two-drawer,  safe-type  cabinet  located  in  his  outer  office. 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  said  that  from  the  time  he  received  the  material  it 
remained  in  this  cabinet  until  about  April  30,  1973.  He  said  that  it  was 
on  or  about  this  date,  April  30,  1973,  that  he  was  considering  submitting 
his  resignation  to  the  President  of  the  United  States.  He  recalled  the 
presence  of  this  wiretap  inforamtion  and  issued  orders  to  have  this  wire- 
tap information  removed  from  his  office  and  filed  with  "Presidential 
papers."  He  said  that  he  could  not  now  recall  who  physically  filed  these 
papers  but  believes  it  would  probably  be  Mr.  Hullin.   He  does  not  know 
precisely  where,  among  the  President's  papers,  the  material  was  filed 
although  he  is  positive  it  was  in  a  safe.  He  was  specifically  asked 
whether  or  not  he  heard  any  information  or  if  any  information  came  to 
his  attention  in  any  way  as  to  whether  or  not  these  wiretap  documents  had 
been  removed  since  April  30,  1973,  from  the  Presidential  papers.  He 
said  "No,"  that  they  definitely  would  still  be  there  as  far  as  he  knew.  He 
said  that  if  the  FBI  wanted  to  see  these  papers  or  remove  any  of  the 
papers,  only  two  people  oculd  give  such  authorization.   One  was  the 
President  of  the  United  States  himself  or  Mr.  Buzhardt,  who  would  act 
under  the  specific  authorization  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  was  asked  whether  he  could  recall  if  any  of  the 
papers  among  the  wiretap  information  was  yellow  in  color.  He  said 
"Yes,"  some  of  them  were  yellow  in  color  but  hecould  not  estimate  how 
much  of  the  correspondence  was  yellow,  again  reiterating  that  he  simply 
sampled  the  correspondence. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  advised  that  his  office  at  the  White  House  is 
not  on  the  same  floor  as  the  Oval  Room  nor  on  the  same  floor  as 
Mr.  Haldeman's  office. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  was  asked  if  he  could  specifically  recall  whether 
or  not  the  wiretap  information  was  delivered  to  him  in  the  Oval  Room 
rather  than  in  his  office  as  he  had  previously  stated.  He  said  it  definitely 
was  not  delivered  to  him  in  the  Oval  Room  at  the  White  House.   He  ad-\/ised 
that  the  Oval  Room  has  desk  facilities  for  only  one  person  and  that  is  the 
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ident  of  the  United  States.   There  are  no  White  House  Aides,  clerical 
or  secretarial  people  in  that  office  in  the  Oval  Room.   He  was  specifically 
asked  to  try  and  recall  Mr.  Mardian's  part  in  the  delivery  of  the  wiretap 
information.   He  said  that  he  simply  cannot  recall  the  incident  that 
vividly.   He  feels  sure  that  Mr.  Mardian  was  present  at  the  White  House 
on  the  day  he  received  the  wiretap  material  and  feels  he  was  with  Mardian 
at  the  time  the  wiretap  material  was  furnished  to  him.   He  said  it  was 
entirely  possible,  however,  that  he  had  seen  Mardian  on  the  same  day 
and  that  Mardian  could  have  been  elsewhere  in  the  White  House  when  he, 
Ehrlichman,  actually  received  the  material. 

He  said  that  during  the  time  the  material  was  in  his  safe-type 
cabinet,  to  his  knowledge,  no  one  made  reference  to  it  or  used  it.   He 
said,  however,  that  to  be  absolutely  sure  on  this  point  that  Tod  Hullin 
would  have  to  be  interviewed  inasmuch  as  he  would  have  had  more  direct 
knowledge  inasmuch  as  it  was  physically  under  his,  Mr.  Hullin 's  custody 
and  control.  He  said  that  he  did  not  even  have  the  combination  of  the 
safe-type  cabinet  in  which  the  material  was  stored  and  that  only  Tod 
Hullin  had  that  combination. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman  advised  that  he  had  no  personal  knowledge  of 
who  and  under  what  circumstances  the  wiretap  operation  was  initiated 
nor  did  he  know  the  duration  of  the  wiretap  program. 
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FCOtr.AL    L-J..;AU    of     IWCGTlGATiOrJ 


JohnD.  Fhr-Iiclurjm,  rcrfccnco  cLO  Cl.r-carr^rJco  Drive,  Gr?:?.t 

Epsciil  A-cr.t  E.  T.  Ziun  in  t':D  prcr;;r.c-f!  ex  lii<7.  cttnir.-ny,  I.!r.  J.  J, 
W'llncn,  etllr.  Wilcoa'3  cllico,  Ci5  lcUiGt2-c>::t,  i:ortl;\vc!:t,  tV£i:;iiiii5tcn, 
D.  C. 

Hr.  riirlichmcji  v-zs  r.'lvJscd  at  ths  cacct  oi  the  irilcrviov/  that 
ho  Y.'^c  b-i^T:  con'"cic<.l  cc-ncenunz  gt.;/  J:'>icrr.-iatic7i  he  r;:?.7  po:i£;c.sa  cca- 
ccraiai^  llio  t^eiivcry  ci  vvirclao  iniormtiiic.i  from  L1::j  xTcccxai  .Gurcau  of 
Invcstijatlca  by  TJr.  Eobort  l^z^clizn.,  ia  a  J:!?!^!  case  or  eaXcIial  soms- 
iiraaiaJuiy,  lJ7i. 


TJr.  Ehrl.'cl-ir;:2.t»  sr^lil  tent  p.lthv}^r'•:h  lio  cr^inct  rGcaii  Iho  c:;sct 
dato'hc  docs  recaU  S-ir.  iilart^iaa  beiii:^  2::/:oal:atci:  w;!;!  ilis  i^ciii'sry  oL 
a  stick  oi  wirctn.?  ic^is  nnd  ci'.or  wrlltn:!  i-atcrial  \v;ncii  ho  l-ncT?  to  bo 
summaries  of  tli2  wireiap  Ic.jx;  to  tho  t.'lil's  KouoS.    Mr.  I-s;rlich::naii 
said  U;?/c  ilds  vm-a  n.  ior.^c  time  aero  fi:id  hiu  mcr^iory  I'i  i;c—:C'>vi::it  nrisy, 
but  hs  ic":ii.^i;  ilnc  J.Ir.  IJia;;:"::!  wp.b  cic-xh:!' r>:iy  n;::;r:ji:^i:xi  viili  ib/i  loj3 

to  his  bcitrcc9lico-ici  •^ttis  :n  :::;vc:rpi  brici  car.-a  or  naci^ctcs  bcaaci 
iojether  or  it  niay  i.~::v.'n  r^imrij  be-on  iocz-C  anu  K:lac;;cd  ca  the  dnsi:  in 
LiiG  cuJoiT  ciiiCG.  Ilo  f:aia  thai  ho  rozc.ivei  r-^?.ziiic  i::::i.rucLic:::3  ni;  io 
;v?I:vy;,Xc>ju&A7::h  ihi3  "vv^rcxan  rr^terlni;  l.cvcvojr,  ho  sciid  that  i;G  wcuid 
not  nnxie  ^..^  Ji:divi:Iu:^l  x:ho  Ic-n^ca  tJi::r;a  iniiirucuon^-  lie  cnlti  Cio 
fciclructicnc  worn  vo  iilo  lUo  r,-r;:r:ri2i  i-i  1:13  cuico,  \vhl::h  iis  uld»  lio 
criid  Ihnt  ho  rGcaii;-  ";.-i^-niin:j-'  zli^  7^zicvi:::A  at  th^  tirio  bo  tzj\i  vc3::.c::sioa, 
Eo  ecid  ]y/  "comnliir^"  ho  clr:  :ly  iiicanL  i;rii  -io  era?  iocica  at  p.  r.ih-icrji 

I  ,',»->  f-'n'T'  i  - -.?">? 'r»f>   *M.'A  .■^">  "i'T'-.n  g^r-i^'- t^-*'";         T-'^  P"^""*;   f""*.*^''*  \' f\  f?^-'^'^  !  •  ^ti  S  S -.-^^o  t"^.  r; 

rcaii?  Kc:liin:5  ci  r-:::^  v^^i  iin'JurL:^-:co  in  ih3  KVicoriiii}..  cg  Lc^i  ho  CDaid 


Eo  V.'O.G  r,-! 


r.25iAC:?.r..v  rT,;:c.Ci  v".Oi't'.>.or  or  nci  Lo  n  jticca  r^nv  letters 


Iervi»wed   cn_ 


-?.'cy-il, 


-Fi-o  J==  . 


end     ■.J^     (onterM;      off      nol     to     be     d.ilribw""]    Our-,ni«    your   o.>'.TCy. 


•  oporPy   ot   :"t   r  ;:    j 


"i  It  Irj"ei  Ij  >oi.-»  c~e^cy; 
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Ee  caid  no,  that  ho  cannot  rccnli  ccGinj  any  letters  of  r.uthorizatic-n.    Eo 
eaid  tiiat  when  ho  £ocni:s  of  iiiia'^,  ncccrclir!:;  to  tao  instriTctioaa  v.iiich 
v/ere  given  to  hira,  he  rcaU.;/  acnns  that  hn  would  order  hlc  ExGCutive 
Assistant,  Mr.  Tod  iiullia,  to  perform  the  actual  iliing  function. 

Mr.  Ebrlichman  snid  tlie  material  to  v/hich  be  v/as  referring 
T/as  filed  in  a  two-dra\7Gr,  Eafo-typo  cabinet  located  in  his  outer  Wice. 
Mr.  Eluriichraan  sai-i  ti:at  frona  the  tiiiiG  he  received  Uie  material  it 
.remaiacd  in  this  cabinet  tintli  about  Anrii  SO,  1073.    lie  fiaid  ti-at  it  tths 
en  or  about  tliic  date,  April  G3,  1073,  tr^t  he  was  cousidorinci  Lubmittin^ 
bis  rcsignaticn  to  the  Prcsidpat  of  the  Uaitea  States.    He  recaUcd  the     "^ 
presence  cf  tuis  T/irctap  inlorj^atioa  and  issued  oracrs  to  l:ave  this  wire- 
tap  informatics  rem.o'/ed  from  ido  office  and  filei  v/ith  '-PreGidcntial 
papers. "  Ke  said  teat  he  ccuid  not  now  recall  v;ho  cnvsicailj  filed  tliese 
papers  but  believes  it  wc-jid  prob!Voly  he  Ur.  Huilin.  'no  docs  not  1-l-q^ 
precisely  where,  amon?  tlie  iTcsidsnt's  papers,  the  material  was  fUed 
altlicugh  he  is  positive  it  v;as  in  a  sale,    lie  Vvas  speciiicaily  asked 
whether  or  not  ha  hoard  any  inform rtti on  or  if  anj'in^'orraatlcn  car^e  to 
his  attention  in  any  T/ay  as  to  -Vvh.ether  or  not  those  v;iretao  dc'cunJcnts  h^d 
been  removed  since  Aoril  30,  1073.  from  the  Prc-sidentLai  paoers.    He 
eaid  "Mo,  "  that  they  det.iniesiy  would  ^tiU  be  there  as  far  as  he  i;ne?7.    Ee 
said  tliat  if  the  FEi  v/anted  fco  see  thcne  papers  or  renicve  any  of  iha ' 
papers,  only  t\70  peo'^ie  coald  give  cuch  autliorisatian.    One  \vas  the 
President  cf  the  Uniiad  states  hL^nseK  or  Mr.  C-Jziiardt,  v;ho  would  act 
under  the  spc-cific  aat]iorii3.-iiion  of  the  President  of  Uie  United  States. 

Mr.  Elirlichrnan  Tr-as  asked  T;hsther  he  coidd  recall  if  any  of  thf 
papers  nmong  tl;e  v/ii-c'^p  laf  crznatica  v;as  yello:?  in  color.    Ee  said 
'Yes,  "  sooT.e  of  ihem  \?ore  yellow  tn  color  but  he  could  not  c£itlniato  ho^ 
much  of  the  corret-poaacnco  was  yelio-.v,  a^ain  reiterating  that  ho  siirply 
campled  the  ccrrcspcncieriCe. 

Mr.  Ehriichnian  advised  th.at  his  office  at  the  V/hite  Oor^e  is 
not  on  the  same  floor  as  the  Oval  Koom  nor  on  the  same  floor  as 
Mr.  Eaideman's  office. 


Mr.  Ehj-lichman  Tras  asked  if  he  co^.ild  specifically  recall  -^hother 
or  net  the  v/lrctap  iniormaticn  v;as  deliverr<j  to  hlin  in  the  0-^1  I;ooin 
rather  than  In  his  oiiice  as  he  hiad  prcvicusiy  sLitcd.    Ho  said  it  defirdtcly- 
was  not  delivered  to  him  hi  the  C'/al  r;ocni  at  il)o  »;hite  iiouse.    lie  advised 
that  tils  Cval  Kooa  k^ia  dcsi:  faciliUes  for  only  one  person  and  that  is  the 
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President  of  tiie  United  states.    Tliore  axe  no  V/liitc  Ilcuse  Aides,  clerical 


or  cccrctaririi  propls  m  tlint  cfficG  in  iho  Oval  Kcon.    IIg  V7as  spocii icall/ 
aslicd  to  try  ?.v.:X  recnli  Mr.  Llnxdisji's  p.trt  In  the  delivery  of  the  v;iretap 
informaticn.    lie'  calcl  thr.t  hs  siiriuiy  carmct  recall  the  incidpnt  tint 
vividly,    ilo  feels  turo  that  Ivlr.  Llnrdian  v/p.s  prosont  at  the  vVhito  House 
on  tliC  clay  he  receivGd  11:g  v/irctap  nirttorinl  a,nd  icols  hs  was  v/ith  Llardiaa 
at  the  time  the  virctap  raatorial  was  furnished  to  him.    Ho  nald  it  T7as 
entirely  possible,  iiov/j^ver,  tl-at  he  had  seen  rrTai-dian  on  th.e  same  day 
and  tliat  i.Iardiaj:i  coxiid  liave  bpen  elGev/here  in  tiia  White  House  \?hea  he, 
Ehrlichxnaa^  sctaoiiy  received  Hie  niatcrial. 


Ee  said  tliat  during;  the  time  the  material  v.tis  in  hia  safe-type 
cabinet,  to  his  knowlcdi;c,  no  one  n-^ada  reference  to  it  or  u.£;Gd  it.    Ee 
said,  ho7;ever,  tliat  to  be  abGoiutciy  sure  on  this  point  tiiat  Tod  Hullin 
would  liave  to  be  intervie^i'Od  inasmuch  as  he  v/cuid  Iiave  liad  more  direct 
tnov/ledijje  inasmuch  as  it  was  ohycicaiiy  under  his,  lar.  Hullin's  custody 
and  control.    He  s^id  that  he  cid  not  even  have  the  combination  of  the 
safe- type  cabinet  in  v;iiich  ins  material  v/as  stored  and  tliat  c-niy  Tod 
EuUiii  had  that  ccmbiaaticn. 

v;ho  and  under  vhat  circumstances  the  varetap  oporaticn  vras  initiated 
nor  did  he  knov;  tlio  duration  of  the  wiretap  prajram. 
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Mr.  Mardian.  He  instructed  me  to  obtain  the  materials  from  Mr. 
Sj^jivan — deliver  them  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman. 

^Tenator  Weicker.  Did  you  Icnow  at  that  time,  at  the  time  of  those 
instructions,  that  the  material  to  be  handed  over  to  you  by  Mr.  Sullivan 
included  more  than  just  the  material  held  by  Mr.  Sullivan? 

Mr.  Makduan.  I  don't  quite  follow  that. 

Senator  Weicker.  Let  me  be  very  specific  I  think  both  you  and  I 
know  exactly  what  we  are  talking  about. 

Mr.  Mardian.  You  have  the  advantage ;  I  don't. 

Senator  Weicker.  Were  the  materials  to  be  collected  by  Mr.  Sullivan 
or  some  of  the  materials  to  be  collected  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Haldeman  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  the  hands  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman? 

Mr.  M'\RDL:\x.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  for  example, 
had  none  of  the  summaries  and  none  of  the  correspondence  based  on 
these  tapes? 

Mr.  Mardl\n.  The — we  are  getting  into  areas  of  procedure  at  the 
Department  of  Justice  but  I  presume 

Senator  Weicker.  No.  Let  me  be  very  specific,  Mr.  Mardian.  Was 
not  the  object  of  turning  this  task  over  to  Mr.  Sldlivan  to  assure  that 
all  materials  connected  with  these  tapes  collected  by  one  man,  Mr. 
SulHvan,  to  be  turned  over  to  you  to  be  turned  over  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  No,  sir.  I  was  given  the  obligation  of  checking  with 
Dr.  Kissinger  and  with  Mr.  Haldeman  to  insure  that  they  had  "copies 
of^  their  summaries,  but  they  were  never  collected  or  delivered  to  me. 

Senator  Weicker.  Were  they  collected  by  Mr.  Sullivan  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  the  only  thing,  the  only  task,  that  was  as- 
signed to  Mr.  Sullivan  was  to  hand  over  to  you  what  he  personally 
had ;  nothing  else  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  indicated  there  was  correspondence  based  on 
these  logs.  Did  Mr.  Sullivan  write  himself? 

Mr.  Mardian.  No;  I  don't  recall  any  correspondence,  and  I  didn't 
know  there  was  correspondence  in  these  two  parcels. 

Senator  Weicker.  Mr.  Mardian,  I  think  if  we  go  over  the  testimony 
that  you  have  given  to  me  here  this  morning,  you  indicated  there  were 
logs,  there  were  summaries,  and  possibly  correspondence  based  on 
those  logs. 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Mr.  Sullivan  told  me  that  there  were  logs,  summaries, 
and  correspondence. 

Senator  Weicker.  In  his  files? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  In  his  possession,  yes. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  that  nothing  turned  over  to  you  came  from 
any  other  source  except  from  his  own  personal  files? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Bureau  files. 

Senator  Weicker.  Bureau  files?  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Yes;  if  you  would  tell  me  what  you  are  driving  at 
Senator,  maybe  I  could  help  you. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  wish  I  had  Mr.  Sullivan  here  and  I  am  sure 
the  committee  will  have  Mr.  Sullivan  here  so  he  could  in  a  firsthand 
way,  and  I  think  we  will  leave  it  in  that  fashion  to  describe  what  his 
orders  were. 


.  all 
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Let's  move  on  to  the — is  there  anything  further?  I  don't  want  to 
leave  this;  I  don't  want  you  to  speculate.  I  don't  want  hearsay  in- 
formation, I  only  want  your  firsthand  testimony.  What  you  are  telling 
this  committee  is  you  returned  to  Mr.  Sullivan  and  ordered  him  to 
turn  over  those  materials  in  his  possession  relative  to  the  Kissinger 
tapes? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  didn't  order  him.  I  told  him  what  my  instructions 
were  and  he- 


I        on 


^nator  Weicker.  On  the  authority  of  the  President,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MARDiAiSr.  I  told  him  that  is  where  my  instructions  came  from. 
I  may  not  have.  I  don't  know.  I  may  have  said  the  Attorney  General, 
I  am  not  sure.  My  recollection  is  that  I  told  him  that  I  talked  to  the 
President,  and  that  those  were  my  instructions. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  that  at  that  particular  moment  in  time  he 
had  nothing  further  to  do  but  empty  out  his  drawers  and  give  you 
the  materials  therein,  is  that  right?  You  received  those  materials 
right  then? 

Mr.  Makdian.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  did  not? 

Mr.  Mardian.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  When  did  you  receive  them? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  don't  recall ;  it  was  sometime  later. 

Senator  Weicb:er.  Why  the  delay,  Mr.  Mardian? 

Mr.  Mardian.  Well,  he  didn't  have  them  with  him.  My  conversation 
with  him  took  place  in  my  office. 

Senator  Weicker.  Well,  by  sometime  later,  in  other  words  you  are 
only  indicating  a  matter  of  hours  or  are  you  indicating  a  matter  of 
days  or  weeks? 

Mr.  Mardian.  It  may  have  been  a  day,  it  may  have  been  2  days;  I 

n't  know.  It  may  have  been  a  week.  I  am  not 

Senator  Weicker.  Obviously  this  was  a  matter  of  some  urgency  if, 
in  fact,  you  had  been  put  aboard  a  courier  plane  to  fly  out  to  Cali- 
fornia and  given  orders  personally  by  the  President.  This  is  not  some- 
thing that  is  iust  left  hanging.  It  was  obviously  a  matter  of  consid- 
erable urgency  to  the  President,  wasn't  it? 

Mr.  Mardian.  The  urgency,  if  there  was  any,  is  the  President  wanted 
to  talk  to  me  and  if  he  was  in  San  Clemente  and  I  was  in  Washington 
and  if  a  plane  was  leaving,  I  don't  think  he  would  have  thought  any- 
thing of  having  me  get  on  a  plane  and  get  out  there. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  there  wasn't  anj-thing  particularly  urgent 
about  picking  up  these  materials  from  Mr.  Sullivan? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  did  not  obtain  any  expressions  of  urgency.  The  only 
urgency  was  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  think  it.  rather  strange  that  he  should 
go  the  route  of  you  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  rather  than  to  have  these  ma- 
terials handed  over  to  the  Director  of  the  FBI  ? 

Mr.  jVL\rdian.  The  purpose  was  to  take  them  out  of  the  custody  of  his 
office  because  of  the  concern  he  expressed  with  respect  to  the  Director 
of  the  FBI. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right,  then,  Mr.  Mardian,  the  concern  then 
just  wasn't  Mr.  Sullivan's  concern.  It  was  also  the  concern  of  yourself 
and  the  concern  of  the  President ;  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mardian.  I  can't  say  that  I  was  concerned.  I  didn't  know — I 
didn't  want  to  assess  the  dispute  between  Mr.  Sullivan  and  Mr.  Hoover. 
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Senator  Weicker.  But  the  dispute  -u-as  assessed  by  the  President 
when,  in  fact,  the  order  was  to  turn  the  tapes  over  to  you  and  then  to 
give  them  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  believe  ilr.  Sullivan  made  an  assessment  and  I 
would  say  the  President  made  a  judg^nent. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Made  a  judgment  based  on  Mr.  Sullivan's  assess- 
ment? 

Mr.  ^Iardiax.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weicker.  Can  you  try  to  recollect  again  as  to  the  period  of 
time  that  elapsed  between  your  request  of  Mr.  Sullivan  and  when  you 
leceived  the  materials  from  him  as  ordered  by  the  President? 

Jf  r.  !NLvRDiAX.  I  can't.  Senator. 

"Senator  Weicker.  You  made  some  reference  to  the  fact  that  you 
contacted  certain,  individuals  to  tr;y  to  get  materials  relative  to  tlie  same 
set  of  tapes  or  am  I  imclear  on  that  ? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  There  was  an  index  of  summaries,  in  other  words,  a 
list  of  all  of  the  summaries  that  had  been  sent  to  Dr.  Kissinger  and 
the  President. 

Senator  Weicker.  They  are  the  only  ones  that  received  summaries. 

Mr.  Mardiax.  I  am  not  sure.  AVhen  I  was  questioned  about  this  I 
think  the  Attorney  General  received  some  of  them  but  not  all  of  them. 

Senator  Weicker.  Right,  right. 

Mr.  ]Mardiax".  The  President  wanted  to  make  sure  that  each  of  these 
people  had  in  their  possession  the  summaries  that  had  been  sent  to  them 
by  the  FBI. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  you  have  any — do  you  have  any  recollection 
of  Mr.  Haldeman,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  receiWng  summaries? 

Mr.  Mardiax.  Not  3Ir.  Ehrlichman.  ilr.  Haldeman  held  them  for 
the  President.  iVnd  he  requested — I  gave — I  believe  I  gave  Mr.  Halde- 
maii  a  list  of  the  documents  which  he  was  to— supposed  to  have  re- 
ceived for  him  to  check  against  what  he  had  in  his  possession.  I  believe 
I  went  to  see — I  know  I  went  to  see  Dr.  Kissinger,  and  General  Plaig 
was  present,  and  they  checked  their  files  at  that  time. 

Senator  Weicker.  So  this  was  not  really  a  minor  matter.  This  was  a 
roundup  of  trying  to  pull  together  all  aspects  of  what  we  call  the 
Kissinger  tapes. 

Would  that  not  be  a  fair 

Mr.  if  ARDiAX.  It  wasn't  a  roundup  of  Dr.  Kissinger's  tapes  as  I  recall 
but  to  find  out  if  he  had  all  of  his  summaries;  that  is  all.  I  didn't  collect 
anything.  I  simply  gave  Dr.  Kissinger  or  General  Haig  a  copy  of  the 
summaries,  a  list  of  the  summaries  that — by  dates — that  they  were  to 
have  been  received,  and  I  believe  General  Haig,  while  Dr.  Kissinger 
and  I  were  in  his  office,  went  out  to  check  to  see  if  they  had  intact 
everything  that  they  were  supposed  to  have.  And  that  was  the  end  of 
my  discussion  with  them. 

Senator  Weicker.  "Wlien  was  it  then  that  the  matter  was  closed  out 
as  between  yourself  and  Mi'.  Sullivan  ? 

Mr.  iLvRDiAX-.  "Wlien  lie  delivered  them :  when  he  delivered  what  he 
had  to  my  office. 

Senator  Weicker.  And  then  you  delivered  that  to  IMr.  Ehrlichman? 

'Sir.  ^Iardiax.  Yes,  sir. 
^Senator  Weicker.  All  right. 

Now,  if  we  can  move  just  for  a  minute  over  to  tlie  Pentagon  Papers, 

wonder  if  you  might  not  consider  very  carefully  a  statement  you 
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yir.  EiiRMCUJtAx.  Tlie  stiatejjic  arms  limitations  negotiations 
were  underway  in  the  summer  of  1971  and  a  newspaper  obtained  the 
U.S.  negotiating  position,  in  effect,  the  secret  script  for  the  U.S. 
negotiators  in  that  negotiation.  That  came  close  on  the  heels  of  the 
Pentatjon  Papers  episode  and  was  a  major  cause  of  concern  for  the 
President  and  for  those  dealing  in  this  area  of  foreign  policy.  This 
special  unit  was  asked  to  see  if  they  could  determine  the  source  of  that 
leak. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  actions  the  special  unit  took  in  seek- 
ing to  carry  out  that  responsibility  ? 

ilr.  EHRLicHiLA.x.  In  general  terms,  I  do.  I  know  that  they  worked 

through  the  security  people  at  the  State  Department  and  the  Defense 

Department.  They  narrowed  down  the  probable  source  of  that  leak, 

and  I  believe  there  were  some  persormel  actions  taken  as  a  result  of 

hat. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  become  aware  of  any  wiretapping  that  took 
place  at  the  request  of  the  President  and  approved  by  the  Attorney 
General  in  regard  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Ehri^ichjiax.  In  regard  to  the  SALT  leak  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  No. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  become  aware  of  any  wiretapping  that  was 
authorized  by  the  President  and  also  the  Attorney  General  with 
regard  to  any  particular  leaks  involving  national  security  at  this 
time? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  The  answer  to  your  question,  Mr.  Dash,  is  "Yes." 
It  was  in  relation  to  an  investigation  in  1971.  Beyond  that  I  cannot 

go- 
Mr.  Dash.  You  say  it  did  not  relate  to  the  SALT  leaks  ? 

Mr.  Ehruchmax.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  know  anything  about  the  so-called  Kissinger 
taps  ? 

Mr.  Ehrjlichmax.  Yes.  I  knew — I  did  not  know  at  the  time  the 
details  of  those  taps;  that  is,  who  was  being  tapped,  the  purpose,  the 
extent,  and  so  on.  I  knew  generally  that  such  a  thing  was  going  on. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  you  know  who  had  approved  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge;  no. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  how  did  you  know?  You  said  you  knew  generally. 
How  did  it  come  to  your  attention  ? 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  I  think  Mr.  Haldeman  told  me  obliquely  and  not 
directly  and  not  with  any  degree  of  specific  fact  that  such  a  thing  was 
going  on. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  there  come  a  time  wlien  you  had  more  specific  facts? 

ilr.  EiiRi,iCHMAX.  "Well,  obviously,  in  the  last  few  months,  I  have 
leained  a  groat  deal  more  al)out  that  wliole  episode  than  I  knew  pre- 
viously. 

Mr.  Dash.  'Well,  did  you  ever  receive  the  logs  of  those  taps? 

Mr.  Ehrmciimax.  Yes,  T  evidently  did  without  scrutinizing  them, 
but  T  did  receive  them. 

Mr.  Dasti.  Could  you  tell  us  liow  jou  received  them ? 

Mr.  EiiRi.TcuMAx.  Yes,  I  received  them  from  Mr.  Mardian  at  the 
Justice  Department. 
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Mr.  Dash.  And  why  did  you  receive  them  ? 

Mr  EiiKLiCHMAX.  Well,  pardon  me.  I  did  not  make  that  clear.  Mr. 
Mardian  was  at  the  Justice  Department.  I  did  not  receive  them  at  the 
Justice  Department.  I  received  them  at  tiie  White  House. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  did  Mr.  Mardian  give  them  to  you  ? 

ilr.  Ehrlichhax.  He  gave  them  to  me  because  he  felt  that  they 
sliould  be  in  the  custody  of  the  White  House  and  proposetl  that  they 
be  moved  out  of  the  Justice  Department  because  he  could  not  assure 
their  safekeeping  there. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  did  you  know  that  actually  he  was  giving  them  to 
youat  the  direction  of  the  President? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  I  did  not  know  that  until  I  heard  him  testify  to 
that  here.  In  point  of  fact,  I  referred  the  question  to  the  President, 
perhaps  unnecessarily,  after  Mr.  Mardian  originally  talked  to  me 
about  it.  The  President  asked  me  then  to  take  custody  of  them,  which 
I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  that  time,  did  you  look  at  them  or  did  you  know  what 
they  contained  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman'.  I  looked  at  them  very,  very  qtiickly.  Hf>  told  me 
what  they  purported,  what  he  said  they  were,  which  was  the  logs  and 
correspondence  and  synopses  of  a  national  security  investigation  in 
1969.  Well,  then,  I  related  that  to  what  Mr.  Haldeman  had  described 
to  me,  and  I 

Mr.  Dash.  And  these  were  the  logs  and  taps  that  were  rjut  on  certain 
newspaper  persons  and  certain  staff  members  of  Mr.  Kissinger? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  That  is  what  I  imderstand. 

Mr.  Dash.  Where  did  you  lodge  these  logs? 

Mr.  EHRLiCHJtAx.  I  lodged  those  in  a  two-drawer  combination  filing 
cabinet  in  one  of  the  rooms  of  my  office. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  time  this  was  when  you  did  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman.  It  would  have  been  in  the  fall  of  1971. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  how  long  did  they  stay  there  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  They  stayed  there  until  the  day  I  resigned,  which 
would  have  been  the  30th  of  April  of  this  year. 

Mr.  Dash.  On  that  date,  did  something  happen  to  them? 

Mr.  EHRLiCHMA?f.  Yes,  sir,  those  papers  and  all  the  papers  in  my 
office  were  then  turned  over  to  the  President  as  Presidential  papers. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  you  were  beffinning  to  tell  us  about  some  of  the  other 
assignments  that  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  had.  Would  you  go 
on  and  tell  us  about  those  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichman".  There  is  only  one  other  that  is  in  the  public  domain 
that  I  know  of,  and  that  is  an  investigation  into  the  circumstances  of 
the  leak  of  a  CIA  document  relating  to  relations  between  India  and 
Russia. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now.  did  you,  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  authorize  the  taps  we 
Just  discussed  or  have  any  part  in  authorizing  them,  or  any  other 
wiretaps? 

Mr.  Etirlichmax.  Would  you  break  the  question  down  for  me,  Mr. 
Dash  ?  It  is  very  compound. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  the  fii-st  question  is.  Did  you  have  any  part  or  role  in 
authorizing  the  taps  we  just  talked  about,  of  which  j-ou  ended  up  being 
the  custodian  of  the  lojrs? 

Mr.  EHRLICHJtAX.  No. 
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Hoover  asking  him  to  furnish  Krogh  with  files  containing  material  about 
the  investigation  of  Ellsberg  and  the  Pentagon  Papers.   In  response, 
on  August  3,  1971,  Hoover  sent  Krogh  copies  of  FBI  interviews  and  other 
material.   In  connection  with  its  investigation  of  the  disclosure  and 
publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers,  the  Special  Investigations  Unit 
also  from  time  to  time  received  information  from  the  Department  of 
Defense,  the  Department  of  State  and  other  government  agencies. 
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Federal  Bureau  of  Inicsti^rxfiori 

United  States  Department  of  Ju^stice 

Wasliington,  D.  C. 

August  2,   1971 

BY  LIAISON 


The  President 

The  V/liite  House 

V/asiiington,  D.  C.  PnO/i 


Dear  Mr,  President: 


^^i 


I  have  received  your  letter  of  July. 29,  1971, 
v/hich  requested  certain  information  for  Mr.  Egii  Krogh 
relative  to  our  continuing  investigation  of  Daniel  Sllsberg, 
as  well  as  information  regarding  individuals  of  interest  to 
Mr.  Krogh  in  his  examination  of  the  circumstances  of  man^ 
recent  disclosures  of  Top  Secret  and  other  sensitive  material 
to  tlie  public. 

The  information  is  being  compiled  and  v/iil  be 
furnished  expeditiously  to  Mr.  Krogh  in  accordance  v/ith 
your  request. 

Sincerely  yours. 


i  J  J  i 
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Exhibit  No.  94 

Fi^OEUAL  UUUKAU  OK  IN VKSTlCVi'luN 

VASIIINCTON.  U.C.    2«»S 

August  3,  1971 

BY  LIAISON 

Honor-able  Ei^il   Kroglj,    Jr. 

Deputy  Assistant  to  the  President 

Xov  Domestic  Affaii-s 
•fi»»2  A/liito  House 
Y/asiiiii^ton,    D.    C. 

Dear  Mr.   Krogh : 

By  letter  dated  July  29/  1971,  the  President 
advised  jao  tliat  he  liad 'directed  tliat  you  exa-.uine  ia  depth 
the  cii'cumstances  oi  the  waiiy  recent  disclosures  of  'rop 
Sccrot  and  other  sensitive  material  to  the  public.   He 
asked  thai;  I  lorv/ard  to  you  all  inionnation  aeciuired  to 
d.-ito,  including  individual  reports  of  interviews,  with 
respecc  to  17  persons  v/ho  were  nar.icd  in  an  attaclinent  to 
his"  letter.   One  of.    these  was  Daniel  Ellsberr:,  principal 
suspect  in  the  disclosure  of  the  "I.IcNainara  Study"  to  various 
newspapei-s.   lie  aslced  that  a  comprehensive  baclcground  paper 
on  Ellsberg  be  sent  to  you. 

Enclosed  are  17  ncnoranda  containing  the  infoiTia- 
r.i.on  mentioned  by  the  President.   Wo  have  interviewed  five 
ox  Ttlie  individuals  involved  in  connection  v/itli  our  investiga- 
tion in  the  Ellsberg  case.   V.e  also  endeavored  to  interview 
a  sinth  one,  ?.;r.  Charles  M.  Cooke,  but  he  declined  to  submit 
to  intervio'.v  by  the  TBI  without  the  specific  clearance  of 
Deputy  Attoi-ney  General  Kichard  G.  Klcindienst. 

y.t   you  concur,  wo  will  proceed  with  interviews 
of  all  of  ihe  remaining  individuals  except  Daniel  Ellsberg. 

Ey  separate  coirununication,  I  am  furnishing  a  copy 
of  each  of  the  .enclosures  to  the  Attorney  General.   Upon 
l-er.ioval  of  the' classified  enclosures,  this  transmittal  letter 
nay  be  declassified. 

Sincerely  yours, 


^•'   U 


'iinclosures  -   17 


SECRET 
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Mr.  Thompson-.  Could  we  delay  momentarily  vintil  wc  p?t  copies  of 
that,  so  we  will  be  al)!e  to  follow  alono;? 

Mr.  Dash.  I  can  continue  tlie  questioning  witliout  reference  to  that 
transcript,  Mr.  Thompson. 

ilr.  Thompson.  All  riirht. 

Mr.  D.ASH.  Did  you  understand,  by  the  way.  Mr.  Hunt,  that  from 
that  conversation,  Mr.  Colson  was  exploring  the  idea  with  you  of  a 
major  effort  to  discredit  Mr.  Ellsbergin  the  press? 

Mr.  HtTNT.  Yes. 

Mr.  D.vsH.  Xow,  did  Mr.  Colson  eventually  offer  yon  a  position  in 
the  "White  House? 

Mr.  Htot.  He  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  I  think  you  have  indicated  in  your  statement  that 
he  referred  to^specific  qualifications.  Can  you  repeat  that^  "\\1iat  did  he 
indicate  to  you  were  your  qualifications  which  led  you  to  that  particu- 
lar position?  What  qualifications? 

Mr.  HtrN'T.  The  fact  that  I  had  an  investigative  background  of  some 
years  and  also,  that  I  had  been  involved  in  political  action  operations. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  were  you  interviewed  by  anyone  besides  ilr. 
Colson? 

Mtl  Kusr.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  that? 

Mr.  HtJNT.  Mr.  John  D.  Ehrlichman. 

Mr.  Dash.  At  whose  directions,  Mr.  Hunt,  did  you  work  when  you 
took  this  position  ?  Under  whose  directions  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Under  Mr.  Colson's  direction. 

Mr.  Dash.  Can  you  describe  jour  initial  assignment  under 
Mr.  Colson? 

Mr.  Htr>fT.  Mr.  Colson  instructed  me  to  become  the  White  House 
resident  expert  on  the  origins  of  the  Vietnam  war.  At  the  same  time, 
I  had  a  collateral  responsibility  for  determining  certain  leaks  of  highly 
classified  information  which  included  the  leaks  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  is  it  true,  Mr.  Hunt,  that  from  the  becrinning  of 
your  employment,  Mr.  Colson  asked  you  to  collect  what  could  be  called 
derogatory  information  about  Daniel  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  HiTXT.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  "\^Tiat  was  to  be  done  with  this  information  when  it  was 
collected  ? 

Mr.  HtTNT.  My  assumption  was  that  it  would  be  made  available  by 
Mr.  Colson  or  someone  in  his  confidence  to  selected  members  of  the 
media. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  by  the  way.  early  in  your  employment,  collect 
the  list  of  certain  media  representatives  who  might  be  interested  in 
.such  material? 

Mr.  Kxryr.  I  did. 

^Ir.  Dash.  Now,  following  the  asignment  you  received  from  Mr. 
Colson.  how  did  you  develop  the  information  on  ilr.  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  Hunt.  It  was  developed  througii  intensive  study  of  reports 
furnished  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation. 

Mr.  Dash.  Were  tliere  any  other  materials  that  you  used? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Tliere  were  certain  overt  materials. 
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Mr.  Dash.  I  didn't  hear  your  answer. 

ilr.  HuxT.  There  were  overt  materials. 

^Ir.  D.\SH.  AVIiat  do  you  mean  by  overt  materials? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Materials  published  in  the  press.  To  be  more  responsive, 
Mr.  Dash,  I  have  a  feelins^  I  have  left  something  hanging  here  which 
I  don't  want  to  do. 

The  same  unit,  the  special  investigations  unit  that  was  receiving  in- 
formation on  a  frequent  basis  from  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion, was  also  receiving  reports  from  other  Government  agencies  such 
as  the  Department  of  Defense,  the  Department  of  State,  National 
Security  Agency,  the  Immigration  and  Xaturalization  Sen-ice,  and  so 
on.  So  that  as  part  of  my  reply  to  your  question,  I  would  include  those 
Government  agencies  as  sources  of  information  on  Dr.  Ellsberg. 

Mr.  Dash.  2sow,  do  you  recall  Mr.  Colson  asking  you  to  interview 
Col.  Lucien  Conein? 

Jlr.  HuxT.  I  do. 

'Mr.  Dash.  "Who  is  Lucien  Conein,  or  who  was  he  at  the  time  you 
interviewed  him? 

Mr.  HrxT.  At  the  time  I  interviewed  Colonel  Conein,  he  had  just 
returned  from  the  Army,  I  believe,  and  was  in  the  process  of  retiring 
from  the  CIA,  or  had  retired  therefrom.  He  and  I  had  trained  together 
in  the  Office  of  Strategic  Services  for  service  in  the  Far  East.  In  fact, 
we  had  shipped  out  to  China  together  and  worked  in  China  together 
during  World  War  II.  I  had  seen  him  infrequently  during  the  inter- 
vening years,  but  we  had  maintained  a  friendly  relationship. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  when  the  initial  interview  with  Colonel 
Conein  took  place? 

Mr.  Httnt.  It  was  on  or  about  July  8, 1971. 

Mr.  Sachs.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Dash,  could  we  confer  for  just  a  moment? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Sachs.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  it  possible  that  the  photographers  who 
are  right  here,  just  a  few  feet  from  us  and  clicking  their  cameras,  f^ould 
be  asked  to  remove  themselves  to  some  more  distant  place  so  that 
there  would  be  less  distraction  to  Mr.  Hunt?  There  are,  as  you  can  see, 
Your  Honor,  maybe  a  dozen  people  here  who  are  doing  their  jobs, 
undoubtedly,  but  it  is  a  little  distracting. 

Senator  Ermx.  Mr.  Hunt,  do  they  distract  you  ? 

Mr.  PIiTXT.  They  do.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ennx.I  will  have  to  ask  the  photographers  to  soil  of  get 
over  to  the  side  somewhere  where  they  won't  distract  Mr.  Hunt. 
[Laughter.] 

As  far  as  this  committee  is  concerned,  we  have  to  receive  ^Ir.  Hunt's 
testimohy. 

Mr.  HuxT.  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  apologize  to  the  pho-  . 
tographers  involved. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  rlglit  now,  Mr.  Hunt,  are  you  read\-  to  proceed? 

Mr.  HirxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  just  briefly  describe  what  occurred.  Did  you 
initiallv  interview  Colonel  Conein  ? 

Mr.  HrxT.  I  did. 

Mr.  Da'-u.  Dill  you  follow  tliat  interview  by  a  telephone  conversa- 
tion with  Colonel  Conein? 
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the  President  for  the  formation  of  a  special  group  to  manage 
and  act  on  the  Pentagon  Papers  and  other  leak  problems. 

Their  proposal  was  discussed  with  the  President  and  he 
approved  it  in  general  terms  on  Saturday,  July  24. 

Before  that  date  Howard  Hunt  was  not  engaged  in  activities 
of  the  plumbers,  simply  becaiise  they  didn't  then  exist.  And 
so  his  visit  to  General  Cushman,  and  his  requests  of  July  22, 
must  have  related  to  some  other  project.  I  do  not  know  what 
that  might  have  been. 


Once  the  President  approved  establishment  of  the  unit 
I  began  a  round  of  meetings  to  introduce  Krogh  and  Young  to 
members  of  the  Cabinet  and  Agency  heads  in  whose  areas  they 
would  be  working.  On  July  28  we  met  with  Attorney  General 
Kleindienst.  On  August  5,  1971,  Krogh,  Young  and  I  met  with 
Secretary  of  Defense  Laird  and  his  general  counsel  for  this 
purpose. 

On  August  12,  we  met  with  Director  Helms  of  the  CIA  and 
Mr.  Osborne, 

As  I  recall  this  meeting  reviewed  the  President's  charter 
to  Mr.  Krogh  and  we  discussed  the  ability  and  propriety  of  the 
CIA  analyzing  the  news  reports  and  providing  a  complete  cata- 
logue of  leaks. 

As  Mr.  Helms  has  previously  testified,  neither  the  psycho- 
logical profile  project  nor  Howard  Hunt's  request  for  aid  were 
discussed  at  this  meeting  (Tr.  257,  271). 
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July  30,  1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:        JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN 

FROM:  EGIL  KROGH,  JR.  AND  DAVID  R.  YOUNG 

S UB JE CT :  STATUS  OF  ELLSBERG  ET  AL.  INQUIRY  AS  OF  JULY  30.  1971 


The  following  is  an  initial  report  on  what  we  have  found  out,  what  we 
set  up  in  order  to  monitor  and  give  direction  to  the  bureaucracy  and  what 
actions  we  have  taken. 


Operations  Underway 

(1)  We  have  had  meetings  with  the  Departments  of  Defense,  State, 
Justice  and  the  CIA,  to  determine  what  each  is  doing  in  the  wake  of  the 
Pentagon  Papers  case.   In  addition  to  the  general  classification  and  de- 
classification study  being  carried  out  by  the  Rehnquist  Committee,  each 
department  has  set  up  a  committee  to  review  its  clearance  procedures  and 
each  is  in  the  process  of  preparing  damage  assessments. 

(2)  We  have  established  a  liaison  relationship  with  Justice  and 
Defense  in  order  for  us  to  be  fed  the  information  which  they  are  developing 
in  their  various  investigations .  We  will  also  be  able  to  initiate  the  in- 
vestigation of  leads  through  this  channel. 


(3)   The  specific  projects  which  have  been  undertaken  by  the  de- 
partments are  as  follows : 

(A)   Defense  is  conducting: 

(i)  A  detailed  analysis  of  the  preparation  of  the 
Study  and  the  track  of  its  distribution; 

(ii)   An  analysis  of  the  published  material  to  deter- 
mine what  parts  of  the  Study  have  been  published  and  what 
proportion  has  come  from  other  classified  sources; 

(iii)  An  investigation  of  all  individuals  still  in 
the  military  or  defense  related  positions  who  participated 
in  the  Study; 

(iv)  An  investigation  of  the  security  arrangements  at 
RAND  and  is  inventorying  all  its  documents. 
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(B)   Justice: 

(i)   The  Criminal  Prosecution  Section  of  the 
Internal  Security  Division  is  pursuing  U.S.  v.  Ellsberg; 

(11)   The  FBI  is  Investigating  all  individuals  in 
connection  with  U.S.  v.  Ellsberg; 

(ill)   The  Internal  Security  Division  is  doing  an 
analysis  and  evaluation  of  all  information  gathered  on 
Ellsberg  and  associated  individuals. 

(4)  An  overall  study  of  the  classification  and  declassification 
system  under  NSSM  113  is  being  done  by  the  Rehnquist  Interdepartmental 
Committee.   (A  preliminary  report  by  them  for  a  new  system  of  classification 
is  attached.) 


Actions  Taken 

(1)  The  FBI  has  been  asked  to  expand  its  investigation  to  cover 
all  non-Defense  related  Individuals  connected  with  the  preparation  of  the 
Study  and  to  follow-up  any  other  leads  falling  out  of  the  investigations 
in  the  U.S.  v.  Ellsberg  case  itself. 

(2)  We  have  instructed  the  CIA  to  do  a  thorough  psychological  study 
on  Ellsberg. 

(3)  We  have  asked  Mr.  Smyser  for  an  opinion  (for  Henry  A.  Kissinger) 
on  the  relationship  of  timing  between  October  South  Vietnam  election  and 

the  political  exploitation  of  the  Democrats'  involvement  in  the  1963  coup 
against  Diem.   (Initial  oral  reaction  is  that  it  would  be  disastrous  for  us 
to  put  anything  out  before  the  South  Vietnam  election.) 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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■   wm 

.0.>Ji.ox.  l>i...' 1  .S    I'i     i.;jl..  .1.':;     1        t     /'.;j.     I.>''lj...     /i^.    f;r'     -JL 


Tho   folic  .'in r;   is   .-'.u   initial   report   en  v:hr.':  '.'c  T'.cr/e  found   c;;t:,    v.-:iat  t'o. 
set  up   in  order  to  rionitcr  and  si"^'t;  directioa  to  tha  buraaucracy  a.id  T.-hnt 
atiCio-.iS  i;a  hav2  taV.cn.  ^  ^  .,  „ 

0u253o 

Opcratior-.-)  Unda— T.y 

(1)  l.'e  have  had  t;cetir.5;s  •.:it'h  t'-.c  DcpairCnants  of  Defense,    State. 
Justice  an.d   tha  CIA,    Co  dctemina  vhat   each   is  doing   in   t':e  \;alia  of  the 
Pentaf^on  Vapors  c?.3e.      In  r.dcitioti   to  tha  j'.cncral  cl3::sixiaation  and  de- 
clar.r^if icatioa  study  being   cnrried   out  by   the  PvCl-nquisC  Co-:?:jittGej    Oicz'a 
t'epnrLO.ent  has   set   up   a  cciniittcic   to   revic.-.;  its   clearance  procedures   and 
each   is   ii\  the  process   of  prepcrirp,   dirna-^c  asGcsr.Tnants. 

(2)  \?a  have  established  a  linison  relationship  ^.'ith  Justice  and 
Defense   in   order   for  us    to  be   fed    the   ir.forr-.aticn  ^.'l-.ich   they   are  dcvolopin-? 
in  their  various    investi.cjatiorio.      '>'e  v;ill   also  be  able    to   initiate   the   in- 
vesti.-.atioa  of   leads    throu<;h    tl-.is   ci'.annel. 


(3)      The  specific  project?  vhich  5iave  been  uadertc'cen  by  tlie  dc- 
partp.ents  are  as   follo-..'s: 

(A)      Defense   is   cond-jctinr;: 

(i)      A  datailod   aiiaiy^is  of   t'-.^  prep.Tr^.ticn   of   the 
Study  a-.-'.d    the   tra;::;:   of    its   dictrihuticn ; 

(ii)      An   analysis   of    th  .■;  p-.'.Mished   r-aterial   to   dntcr- 
rir.e  \'h.:t  parts   of    th.-?   rti^.-ly  have  been   pr.blis'iad  and  ^diat 
prcpor;:xc-n  hiSS    cc.-.e  vcro.;  aticr  clas3ifie=l    sou^"ce3; 

(iii)      /n    jnvos^.i^.r.tion   of   all    irdividuals   r.tili    in 
th.c  i.ilii-.-.ry  nr  daf cr-'.-te   rel,;t>d   pnaiticns   \:'.\o  pactici:^;-.tod 
in    :;l.a   Ctiu-iy; 

(iv)      A:-.   inv.-:..i;irat:''rr.    rif   tb.e   r;?-'.;  ■:_"  ty   r-:r.-n.r;c.i.-.nl-,-.   at 

Vy.V)   anJ    is    J  ■■.  ;.nlr--;v :--   all    i-rr;   :;r,ev:-ants . 
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V. 


(■".)      J  ir. L.i.ci 


-  1     "<  •■■rs -.-■.■ 


'.^.■~\^'.L      <  -  •- 


(ii)      T!:rt  ViiT   is    invent l-raizrl:-::;  ^^1   i"d:lvl':i;;ais  irt 
c o I.' ii c *"".*.'  Lv.'.  ^.'5.uli  C  •  5.'  •    '.'  >    I' i ?  pv* -"•*'■" ' 

(iii)      Tho  Into--!-:!  Security  r'-ivi.^;^.c;n  ic  '-oin;<  r.>-: 
Oi'.r. lysis   na.';   cvi:lu'!.tlf.-'.  of  r.ii   Ir.icr:~:itj.oa  fj-'^tlicuc'-'l  cr: 
r!Il"hci'j3  r.ivl  c'..:.;ociatr:d   iv.rlividucils. 

(4)      An   cvornll   nt:i:;"y  of   tho   cl:--r:.lf icctlcn  siiid   v!ccl;:?:;i£ic:-ti.on 
T:yc.tc:i  under  liZSli  113  ir.  hr-.in.f',  dor.2  l.y  tl\a  "-riluiquiat  IniiorfJcpr.rt-crit-p.l 
Co:.:nit:tf-:C.      (A  f relinir.:;rj-  rcpnri;  l;y   thcr.  for  a  I'iC-.-?  systcn  of  cld-is-iflcncior. 
is  attr.chcd.) 


Actioiir;   Trilcon 


COS 3 So 


(1)  Tha  TT.l  haa  bnen  asked  to  expand  its  ir.i-asti.nation  to  cover 
ell  non-lDsfenoe  rci-iCad   j.r.JlvituD.lr^   cor.necCcc  i/itli   tba  pi-cpamtion  of    the 
Study  and   to  folio-z-up  a!\y  othar  Icnc'.s  fcillin?;  out  of    tlie  Invostij^aUiona 
In   tJie  U-S.   V.    Fllnberf-f  cise  itself. 

(2)  V.c  liive   insCriiCted   the  CIA  to  do  a   thorccsh  psycholq^.ical   study 

(3)  yc  have  Coked  Mv.    Sr^yser  for  ct^.  opinion    (for  Henrj-  A.   Kissinger) 
on  tl'.o.  rclritionchip  of   tlT.inf;   oeti-e.c^n  October  South  Viotp.cr.i   election  and 
the  political  t-.:ploitntio;\  of    the  Dcr.ocrcts'    invc-lvor.ont   iu   tl;e  1563  cot:n 
Gf.aiuct  !Jic;i.      (In.itiiil  oral  reaction  is   tliat  it  -.-ould  be  disastrous  for  us 
to  put  caythin3  out  before  t;;c  Soi:th  Vistuam  election.) 


-2- 


\i,  n^  .! 
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August  2,   1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:     JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN 

FROM:  EGIL  KROGH,  JR.  AND  DAVID  YOUNG 

SUBJECT:  MEETING  WITH  SECRETARY  LAIRD  AND  FRED  BUZHARDT  ON 

TUESDAY,  AUGUST  3,  1971  AT  11:00  A.M. 

1.   The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is: 

(a)  to  emphasize  the  seriousness  with  which  the  President 
views  the  investigation  into  the  publication  of  the  "Pentagon 
Papers"; 

(b)  to  make  it  clear  that  we  are  interested  in  the  gathering 
of  all  information  relevant  to  the  preparation,  the  distribution 
and  the  participants  of  the  Study; 

(c)  to  point  out  that  the  White  House  expects  a  direct  infor- 
mation flow. 


2.   So  far  we  have  gotten  very  little  out  of  Defense,  inspite  of  the  fact 
that  they  do  have  a  complete  report  from  the  Defense  Supply  Agency  team 
which  inspected  Rand,  etc.  You  could  use  this  as  an  example  of  the  kind 
of  material  that  we  expect  to  get  directly. 


3.  We  should  also  get,  as  soon  as  they  are  available,  the  interviews  with 
the  various  individuals  who  participated  in  the  preparation  of  the  Study 
and  are  being  investigated  by  Defense  (Attached  at  Tab  A  is  list  of  names) . 


4.  Attached  at  Tab  B  for  your  background  information  is  our  earlier  memo- 
randum on  what  projects  are  presently  in  operation  and  what  we  have  set  up. 


Attached  at  Tab  C  is  a  copy  of  the  draft  organizational  chart. 
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Au,Tu3t   2,    1971 

'■^;2:orL\:;Du^t  ?o^;      jo;;*:  d.  EimLiC'ii-A:: 

Fr.ori:  EGIL  KROGi-:,  jr.  a:;d  david  you::g 


CG2BG+ 


ToESDAY,  AUCTJST  3,  1971  AT  11:00  A.M. 


1.   Tiie  purpose  of  tha  naeting  is: 

(a)  Co  er^poasine  the  sariousnesa  with  yhlch  ths  Preaider.E 
views  the  invaatisation  into  tba  publicatipn  of  the  "Pentagon 
Papers  ; 

(b)  to  naka  it  clear  that  we  are  interested  in  tha   gatberisg 
of  all  iafornation  relevant  to  the  preparatioQ,  tha  distrlbatioa 
and  the  participants  of  the  Study; 

(c)  to  point  O'Jt  that  the  Vliite  House  expects  a  direct  ir.for- 
isatior.  flow. 


2.  So  far  we  have  gotten  very  little  out  of  Defense,  inapita  of  the  fact 
that  they  do   have  a  ccnplata  report  frcn  ths  Defenss  S-^pply   A;:»er.c7  teen 
which  inspected  P^nd,  etc.   Ycu  could  use  this  as  an  ei:aopla  of  the  kind 
of  material  that  we  expect  to  get  directly. 

3.  Wa  should  also  get,  a-j  sooa  as  they  are  nvailabie.  the  intcrvieva  vita 
the  various  individuals  vho  participated  in  the  preparation  of  the  Sfady 
and  arc  bain;',  investigated  by  Pafcr.sa  <A!:tached  at  Tab  A  is  list  of  nanas)  . 

A.   Attached  at  Tab  3  for  your  bach^round  inf orr.aticr.  is  cur  earlier  c:c:nc- 
rar.du:a  ca-v;h3t  projects  are  preser.^ly  ia  operatioa 


.\ttached  at  Tab  C  is  a  copy  of  the  draft  or:;ani=ation3l  chart. 
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August  12,  1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:   JOHN  EHRLICHMAN 

from:  bud  KROGH  AND  DAVID  R.  YOUNG 

SUBJECT:         MEETING  WITH  RICHARD  HELMS  AND 

HOWARD  OSBORN  AT  5:00  P.M.  TODAY 

Purpose  of  the  Meeting : 

To  impress  upon  Helms  the  President's  personal  interest  and  your 
primary  responsibility  in  all  matters  surrounding  the  publication  of 
the  Pentagon  Papers  (as  was  done  with  the  Attorney  General  and 
Secretary  Laird) . 

Particular  Points  You  May  Want  to  Cover; 

(1)  That  the  general  areas  under  this  mandate  include  the  whole 
problem  of  leaks,  the  NSSM  113  study  and  recommendations  on  classi- 
fication and  declassification,  and  the  gathering  of  information  on  the 
McNamara  Study  itself  and  Ellsberg's  role. 

(2)  That  since  you  have  been  tasked  by  the  President  on  this  matter, 
any  Information  which  he  wants  brought  to  the  President's  attention  on 
this  subject  should  be  sent  to  you. 

(3)  That  we  will  be  calling  upon  CIA  to  perform  specific  ad  hoc 
projects,  e.g.  psychological  study,  leak  analysis  1969-1971,  develop- 
ment of  non-xeroxable  paper ,  etc . 

(4)  That  Helms  give  us  the  name  of  one  person,  e.g.  Howard  Osborn, 
who  we  can  contact  to  get  these  projects  done  [FYI  —  So  far  CIA  seems 
to  have  been  cooperative, although  their  product  in  the  psychological 
study  was  unsatisfactory.] 

(5)  That  you  try  to  get  Helms'  feel  on  his  present  relationship  with 
the  FBI  and  the  degree  to  which  there  has  been  a  breakdown  of  communi- 
cations. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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(6)  That  you  reviewed  with  the  President,  Helms'  letter  of  June 
on  leaks  so  far  this  year,  and  that  we  will  be  developing  a  procedure 
which  will  attempt  to  have  authorized  leaks  checked  through  the  White 
House. 
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August  12,    1971  .^^ 

:■  iZ-MO^XNDUM  "OR:         JOH:'?  EHRI^CH.VIAN 

F?.QM:  BUD  XRCGH  AND  DA.VID  R.    YOUIMC  r.  -  -. 

UuSbDd 

SUBJECT:  MEETLMG  V/ITH  RICKAEID  HZLN^  AND 

HOIVARD  0330P.N  AT   5:00  ?.  V..   TODAY 


Purpose  of  the  Mg'iLLa';: 

1^  impress-  up-Gn  Helinsvj  tns  Presiaant's  perso:::^!  rnterisst  :snd  yrrar 
primary  rssporssibiliiy  in  all  mattara  sar icundir:5  tha  pTibiic3.iion  o£ 
the  Peir:a.30t:  Pap-sra  (aa  V7:»3  dona  -.viib  ta&  Attorney  Gens i-al  and 
Secretary  JLaird), 

ParticuLir  Po^-:;t3  You  ?viay  y.^rL*  to  Covgr: 

(1)  That  tie  gsneral  ars^s  under  this  mandats  include  tba  -tvhole 
problsin  cf  leaks,    tbe  N55Na  113   -jtady  and  r^cDm-mendatio::^^  Ca  clasai- 
fication  and  daclasaliicatioti,    and  tba  gatbering  cf  iniortnaticia  os  •iba' 
JvIcNacbara  Stndy  itself  and  Zllsberg'a  rola. 

(2)  Tbat  since  you  ba.??  been  tajksd  by  tb«  Prasidenz  en  tbia  mattar, 
any  iniorxnaticm  wbicb  bs  v/anta  brongbt  to  tbe  Pre.-iidsnt's  a-rteriticn  on 
tbls  subject  abcrald  bt*  sent  to  yon. 

(3)  Tliat  TTTe  T?ill  be  calling  upon  CL\  to  perform  specific  ad  boc 
projects,    e.2-   p^ycbological  stndy,    laa!<  analysis  19a9-l97I,   devslop- 
ment  of  non-r-jaroriabla  paper,    etc. 

(4)  Tbat  Kslrnj  giva  ns  tbe  name  o£  one  iDei-3on,    e.g.    HoTvard  Oaborn, 
■>;7bo  v/e  can  contact  to  get  tbeae  projects  dene.     [FYI  --  So  far  CL\  oeenaa 
to  bnve  been  cocperative,   al;buu_^b  tbeir  nroduc-:  in  tbe  psycbological 
study  -^^-as  unaatisfactory.  ] 

(5)  Tbat  yon  tr-/  to  g;:  H^slma'  leal  on  bii  present  ralaticnsbip  witb 

■  be  PBI  and  tbe  de;;'r?e  to  ".vhlcb  there  has  b--en  a  breaVidcv-Ti  of  co-nnr.uni- 

103  3. 


".  '  ,'  1  ! 


(965) 


57.7     EGIL  KJROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM,  AUGUST  12,    1971 

m 


(6)    That  you  rsvie-w-^d  with  th^  Preaideni,   Helm3'  letter  of  Jioae 
on  lea!c3  so  far  this  year,   and  that  wa  v/ill  be  developing  a  procedure 
which  '.vili  attempi  to  hava  a-ubhoriz^d  Iri?.:c3  ch.ec".ced  ilirctigh  the  Vv'hita 
House. 


002650 
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58.     In  the  week  prior  to  August  5,  1971  Krogh,  Young,  Hunt  and  Liddy 
discussed  information  that  the  FBI  had  sought  to  interview  Ellsberg's 
psychiatrist,  lewis  Fielding,  but  that  Fielding  had  refused  to  discuss 
anything  involving  any  of  his  patients.   There  was  discussion  about 
someone  going  into  Fielding's  office  to  find  whatever  information  there 
was  about  Ellsberg.   Liddy  said  that  when  he  was  in  the  FBI  he  had  been 
involved  in  an  entry  operation.   There  was  discussion  of  whether  Cuban 
Americans  who  had  worked  with  Hunt  on  the  Bay  of  Pigs  invasion  might 
be  available  to  make  the  actual  entry  into  Fielding's  office. 


Page 

58.1  Egil  Krogh  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
January  30,  1974,  23-26 968 

58.2  David  Young  testimony,  August  1973  Grand  Jury  No.  2, 
August  22,  1973,  54-55 972 

58.3  Lewis  Fielding  affidavit.  United  States  v.  Russo, 

April  29,  1973,  2 974 

58.4  E.  Howard  Hunt  testimony.  Grand  Jury,  People  v. 
Ehrlichman,  June  6,  1973,  238-39  (received  from 

Los  Angeles  Country  Grand  Jury) 979 
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58.1       EGIL  KROGE  TESTIMONY,   JANUARY  SO,   1974,   AUGUST  1973 
GRAND  JURY  NO.    2,    23-26 23 

the  name  Dr.   Ellsberg  v;as   said  during   the  July  24th  meeting, 

but   it   is   so   unclear,    I   don't  know   the   context  or  what  it  v/as 

referring  to. 

Ct     And  beyond  that,  on  your  own  basis,  based  on 

your  own  recollection,  youhave  no  recollection  that  there 

was  any  evidence  to  connect  Ellsberg  v/ith  this? 

K  That  is  the  only  time  the  two  had  been  put 

®     together,  the  discussion  of  SALT  and  Dr.  Ellsberg. 


I 


'9 
10 


Q.  Let's  go  on  a  little  bit,  then,  and  see  if  you 

can  give  rae  some  idea  as  to  V7hether  at  sorae  time  shortly 

11  '   after  the  creation  of  the  Special  Investigations  Unit  and 

12  the  assignment  of  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Liddy  to  it,  was  there 

13  a  suggestion  that  someone  should  go  into  Dr.  Ellsberg 's 

14  psychiatrist's  office.  Dr.  Fielding's,  in  order  to  find  out 

15  and  view  if  there  was  any  material  there  and  files  on 
Ki    Mr.  Ellsberg  himself,  in  Dr.  Fielding's  office? 

17  fl.     There  was  some  discussion  of  that.   I  am  not  sure 

18  of  the  precise  date,  but  it  would  have  had  to  have  followed 
l!t    the  refusal  of  Dr.  Fielding  to  be  interviewed  by  the  FBI,  and 
20    I  think  — 

Q.  There  is  evidence  before  the  Grand  Jury  now  that 

92  Dr.  Fielding  advised  the  FB?  on  the  26th  of  July  that  he  v;ould 
not  talk  to  the  FBI  about  any  of  his  patients,  Daniel.  T^llsberg 
or  anyone  else. 

The  information  that  the  FBI  had  not  been  able 


21 


24 


25 
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GRAm  JURY  NO.    2,    23-26 

to  interview  Dr.  Fielding  would  probably  have  come  to  the 

Unit  soraatine  on  the  27th,  perhaps  the  28th,  of  July. 

I  don't  know  the  precise  date. 

Q.     But  in  any  event,  you  all  were  aware  of  that 
refusal  by  Dr.  Fielding  to  discuss  anything  involving  any 
of  his  patients? 

a.     Yes,  sir,  that  is  correct. 

6     And  at  sometime  apparently  at  about  that  same 
time  or  thereafter,  immediately  thereafter,  I  gather  you 
were  starting  to  say  there  was  some  suggestion  about  someone 
going  into  Dr.  Fielding's  office  to  find  whatever  information 
there  v/as  there  about  Dr.  Ellsberg? 

ft.     That  is  correct.   That  discussion  would  probably 
have  taken  place,  I  would  think,  somewhere  the  23th,  the  29th, 
the  30th  of  July.   I  don't  kno»rf  the  precise  day  %-/hen  it  took 
place. 

1''         Ql     ^Vhat  is  your  recollection  on  who  participated  in 
18    that  discussion? 
1!>         ft.     The  best  1  can  — 

20  Q.  Or  discussions.   There  may  have  been  more  than  one;. 

21  ft.     I  don't  know  of  any  specific  discussion  or 

22  v;here  it  would  have  been.   It  probably  —  butMr.  Hunt,  Mr. 
Liddy,  probably  Mr.  Young  and  myself  would  have  discussed  it. 

24  I  think  that  the  origination  of  the  idea  probably  came  from 

25  I   Mr,  Hunt.   It  might  have  come  from  Mr.  Liddy.   I  don't  know 
.wc. 
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the  precise  source  for  it,  but  the  fovir  of  us  v/ere  the  ones 
that  would  have  discussed  it,  in  all  likelihood,  that  week, 
after  we  heard  the  FBI  could  not  interview  Dr.  Fielding. 
I         Q.  Do  you  have  a  recollection  of  I-Ir.  Liddy  saying 

anything  about  his  former  experience  in  the  FBI,  cibout  what 
he  may  have  referred  to  as  bag  jobs  or  entry  operations,  how- 
ever he  nay  have  described  it? 

A.     Yes,  sir,  I  believe  it  was  in  that  v/eek  —  it 
S)    could  have  been  some  other  time,  but  I  believe  it  was  in 
10    that  week  that  he  informed  me  that  v/hen  he  was  in  the  FGI  tha,t 
he  knew  that  there  was  a  practice  in  national  security  cases 

12  for  entry  operations  tote  conducted.   He  mentioned  that  he 

13  had  been  involved  in  one  himself,  as  1  recall,  and  it  is 

14  sticking  in  my  mind,  but  I  would  not  v;ant  to  say  this  with 

15  certainty,  he  mentioned  the  City  of  Denver  as  the  locus 
k;    vhere  one  of  these  operations  had  taken  place. 

17         &     l>Jhat  about  Mr.  Hunt?   Did  he  say  anything  with 
IS    respect  to  his  knowledge  or  experience  of  similar  kinds  of 
l<(    activity  by  the  CIA  in  foreign  countries? 
20        A-     Yes,  he  did  inform  me  that  the  CIA,  v.'hile  this 
,,    could  by  no  means  be  called  a  common  practice,  nevertheless, 

did  undertake  to  execute  these  types  of  operations  in  very 

sensitive  matters  overseas. 

ft     Do  you  have  a  recollection  of  Mr.  Hunt  making  any 

suggestion  along  the  lines  that  he  had  former  CIA  associates 
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who  were  reliable  and  who  could  be  involved  in  nomething  ^ 
like  this  in  the  actual  entry  so  that  neither  he  nor  Mr. 
Liddy,  who  were  working  in  the  VJhite  House,  would  have  to 
be  directly  associated  with  going  in? 

A.     Yes,  there  was  sorae  discussion  and,  again,  the 
date  I  would  not  be  able  to  provide  accurately,  that  he 
did  have  forrtjer  associates  in  Florida,  Cuban  Aniericans,  who 
had  worked  with  him  on  the  Bay  of  Pigs.  Apparently  he  had 
been  the  station  chief  or  operational  chief  for  the  Bay  of 
Pigs  invasion  and  he  had  worked  for  these  gentlemen.   They 
had  been  engated  in  undercover  work  before  and  that  if  we 
needed  to  do  something,  that  they  might  be  available. 


ft     Now,  the  Grand  Jury  has  seen  a  document,  which 
I  will  shov;  you  now,  which  is  a  niemoranduia  dated  August  11, 
1971,  which  is  from  you  and  Mr.  Young  to  Mr.  Ehrlichioan, 
and  on  the  bottom  of  the  second  page,  and  going  on  to  the 
third  pages,  is  a  recommendation  of  a  covert  operation  to  be 
undertaken  to  examine  all  of  the  medical  files  still  held 
by  Ellsberg's  psychoanalyst,  covering  the  two-year  period 
in  which  he  was  undergoing  analysis. 

It  contains  a  handwritten  "E",  with  some  hand- 
v/ritten  words  underneath  that,  the  "E"  being  in  a  box  or 
vmderlined,  and  it  says,  "Approved,"  and  the  v;ords  underneath 


24  Ij  that  being  "if  done  under  your  assurance  that  it  is  not 


25 
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why  they  brought  up  the  fact  that  they  would  be  agle  to 
gain  the  assistance  of  tlie  associates  from  the  ClA. 

Q     So  that  Hunt  and  Liddy  v/ould  not  actually  enter 
the  office  at  that  time? 
A     That  is  right. 

BY  MR.  BAKES: 
Q     Vlasn't  one  of  the  things  suggested  tlxere  that  it 
was  very  clear  that  those  files  were  going  to  be  photographed? 
Is  that  correct  or  not? 

V?as  one  of  the  plans  to  photograph  the  files? 

Yes  or  no? 

The  possibility  of  photographing. 

The  possibility,  or  xvas  tliat  specifically  discusse:^? 

Well,  examine  the  files  and  photograph  the  files. 

.  Exajnine  and  photograph  the  files? 

Yes,  if  the  files  contained  the  information  — 

If  they  contain  good  information,  useful 
information? 

A     Information  that  was  helpful  in  the  project, 
the  problcim  we  were  trying  to  define. 

Q     And  the  people  that  were  going  to  enter  the  office  • 
to  photograph  the  fileo  were  not  going  to  be  Hunt  and  LJady. 
That  V7as  also  discussed,  is  that  right? 

It  V7a3  not  going  to  be  Hunt  and  Liddy  because  it 
would  be  traceable? 


A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
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55 

A     That  is  correct. 

Q     And  Hunt  and  Liddy  said  that  the  people  they 
would  be  using  to  assist  in  the  operation  would  be  ex-CIA 
people? 

A     Yes. 

Q     Did  you  understand  that? 

A    -'.Certainly  I  had  that  impression,  because  I  think 
Mr.  Hunt  raised  that  earlier  when  he  first  suggested  th  tt 
the  operation  be  undertaken. 

Q     Is  it  fair  to  say  that  the  plan  v;as  to  photograph 
the  files,  if  tliey  contained  useful  information? 

A     Kignt. 

Q     And  Hunt  and  Liddy  would  not  be  entering  the 
office  to  do  the  photographing  and  that  tlie  entering  into 
the  office  would  be  done  by  Hunt's  CIA  associates? 

A     Ex-CIA  associates. 

Q     Ex-CIA  associates. 
_  A     Right. 

BY  MR.  BREYER: 

Q  That  v;as  your  understanding  as  a  result  of  the 
■conversation  you  had  witli  Hunt  in  which  tliese  photographs 
were  shov;n  to  you? 

A     That  v.-as  sort  of  the  result  of  the  discussion 
at  the  meeting  that  I  recall,  with  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Liddy  and 
Mr.  Krogh. 
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58.3     LEWIS  FIELDING  AFFIDAVIT,  APRIL  29,    1973,    UNITED  STATES  v.   RUSSO 


bEOtJARD    D.     BOUDTM 

RAUINO'iJITZ,    BOUDIN    S    STPiiDARD 
ICllARLCS    R.    NESSOM 
IjCHAIiLES    E.     COODCLL 
iDOLORES    A.    DO:.'OV;.N 
il25   V/est    fourth   Street,    Suite    612 

Los    Ancjeles,    California      90013 
•(213)     489-4307 

jAttorneys    for   Defendant   Daniel   Ellsber 

LEONARD    I.    WEIKGLASS 

H.    PETER  YOUNG 

125  West  Fourth  Street,  Suite  612 
iLos  Angeles,  California   90013 
1(213)  439-7220 

Attorneys  for  Defendant  Anthony  Joseph  Russo,  Jr. 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 
FOR  THE  CENTRAL  DISTRICT  OF  CALIFORNIA 
UNITED  STATES  OF  A^tERICA, 


Plaintiff, 


ANTHONY  JOSEPH  RUSSO,  JR. , 
DANIEL  ELLS3ERG, 

Defendants , 


NO.  93  73-WMB-CD 
AFFIDAVIT  OF  LEWIS  J.  FIEXDIKG,  M.D. 


STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA    ) 

)   ss . 
COUNTY  OF  LOS  ANGELES  ) 

I,  LEWIS  J.  FIELDING,  being  duly  sworn  depose  and  say: 

I  am  a  psychiatrist  licensed  to  practice  medicine  in 
the  State  of  New  York  in  1937  and  in  the  State  of  California  in 
1949.   My  office  is  located  at  450  North  Bedford,  Beverly  Hills, 
California  . 

I  am  and  have  been  since  1938  a  psychiatrist;  since 
1949  I  have  specialized  in  psychoanalysis.  I  am  certified  in 
both  psychiatry  and  neurology.   I  am  a  member  of  the  American 
Psychiatric  Association,  the  American  Psychoanalytical  Associa- 
tion, the  American  Medical  Association  and  other  professional 
organizat  ions  . 

For  some  time  prior  to  July,  1970,  Tr.  Ellsberg  was 


(974) 


3 

4 


6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 


S8.3     LEWIS  FIELDING  AFFIDAVIT,  APRIL  2$,    1972,   UNITED  STATES  V.   WSSO 

one  o£  my  patients.   I  have  seen  him  on  a  fev/  occasions  since . 

On  July  20,  1971,  at  ap|jroximatcly  10:30  a.m.  there 
was  a  knock  on  the  door  of  my  office  loading  from  the  vjaiting 
room  to  the  consultation  room.   Upon  responding  I  found  tv;o 
men  v)ho  stated  that  they  were  agents  froLn  the  Federal  Bureau 
of  Investigation  and  showed  me  their  official  identification 
cards.   One  of  them  was  Richard  C.  Kilcourse;  Che  other  agent 
gave  his  name  but  I  did  not  take  particular  notice  of  it. 
The  agents  stated  that  they  wished  to  talk  Co  me.   They  advised 
me  that  they  wished  to  talk  to  me  about  Dr.  Ellsberg.   I 
told  them  that  I  could  noC  have  any  discussions  wich  them 
until  I  consulted  my  lawyer.   They  departed  with  the  understand- 
ing that  I  would  telephone  Mr.  Kilcourse  to  advise  him  of  my 
decision. 

On  July  22,  1971,  after  consultation  with  my  attorney, 
I  decided  that  I  should  not  discuss  my  patient  or  his  affairs 
and  asked  my  attorney  to  so  advise  Mr.  Kilcourse. 

On  July  26,  1971,  I  received  a  telephone  call  from  a 
Mr.  Morehead,  who  described  himself  as  an  F.B.I,  agent.   I 
believe,  although  I  am  not  positive,  that  he  was  the  agent 
who  accompanied  Mr.  Kilcourse  on  Che  July  20,  1971  visit  wiCh 
me.   Mr.  Morehead  asked  me  what  decision  I  had  reached  with 
respect  to  the  agents'  requesc  of  July  20,  1971  for  a  discus- 
sion wich  me  about  my  patient.   I  Cold  him  ChaC  my  aCtorney 
had  contacted  Mr.  Kilcourse  concerning  my  decision.   Mr. 
Morehead  then  Cold  me  chaC  Mr.  Kilcourse  was  no  longer  on 
the  case.   Accordingly,  I  gave  Mr.  Morehead  my  aCCorney's 
name  and  telephone  number  and  I  am  advised  that  Mr.  Morehead 
or  some  other  representative  of  the  F.B.I,  communicated  with 
my  aCtorney  and  was  told  of  my  decision. 

On  Saturday,  September  4,  1971  aC  approximately  9:00  p.n., 
during  Che  Labor  Day  weekend  while  I  was  aC  ■p.y   home,  I  vjas 
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j_  I  telephoned  by  Oflicei-  BotCleman  of  the  Buverly  Hills  Police 

2  Department.   Officer  Bottlemaa  informed  me  that  my  office  had 

3  been  broken  into  and  that  a  police  officer  was  present  in 

/  my  office  checking  into  the  matter. 

i 
E  !         I  called  Mr.  Wakeman,  the  general  manager  of  the  build- 

g  ing,  and  he  suggested  that  I  come  to  the  building.   I  drove 

rj  down  to  the  office  with  my  wife,  Elizabeth,  and  found  my 

g  papers  and  records  strewn  about.   A  police  officer,  a  Mr. 

9  Brickley,  Shield  #603,  of  the  Beverly  Hills  Police  Department, 

as  present  and  was  checking  the  office  for  fingerprints. 

I  observed  that  the  locks  on  my  office  doors  had  been 

lo  pried  open  and  that  the  wood  part  of  the  door  near  the  lock 

12  had  been  hacked  away.   I  also  observed  that  the  locks  on  my 

wood  cabinet  and  on  my  steel  filing  cabinet  behind  it  had 

Tc  also  been  pried  open  and  bent  completely  out  of  shape.   These 

1g  cabinets  contained  information  and  records  concerning  my 

■yi  patients  including  Dr.  Ellsberg.   The  files  in  my  cabinet 

were  in  considerable  disarray.   My  personal  papers,  including 

ig  those  pertaining  to  Dr.  Ellsberg,  appeared  to  have  been  thor- 

20  oughly  rummaged  through. 

g-j^  I  then  learned  some  of  the  facts  as  to  the  actual  break- 

22  in  from  Mr.  Efrain  Martinez,  the  cleaning  man.   He  told  me  the 

23  following  story  in  the  presence  of  my  wife,  Elizabeth,  the 

24  maintenance  superintendent,  Mr.  J.C.  Boone,  and  Officer  Brickley: 

25  On  the  previous  night,  September  3,  while  Mr.  Martinez  was  at 


10 
11 


26 
27 
28 
29 
30 


32 


his  night  job  at  about  11:00  p.m.  cleaning  up  the  building,  two 
men  arrived  at  the  building.   Mr.  Martinez  said  that  they  were 
wearing  uniforms,  somewhat  like  those  of  a  postman  or  United 
Parcel  Post  delivery  man  and  they  v;ere  carrying  a  large  suitcase. 
He  said  that  they  talked  in  an  accent  which  ha  recognized  to 


52_   -;-  Cubun  and  that  he  would  know  such  an  accent.   They  told  him 


that  they  were  supposed  to  deliver  the  suitcase  to  me.   iN^hile  Mr. 
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]_  ]  Martinez    thought:    this    soinev;hat    unusual,    he   permitted    theai   to 

I 

2  enter  my  office   and   believed   that    they  had   left    the   suitcase 

5  in  my  office. 

4  I         I,  of  course,  had  made  no  arrangements  for  that  or 

5  any  other  delivery.   I  had  expected  no  suitcase  and  found  no 
g  suitcase  on  my  arrival  at  my  office  in  response  to  the  call 
rf  from  Officer  Bottleman. 

g         As  I  looked  over  the  office  I  attempted  to  do  some  re- 

g  arranging.   I  could  not  tell  what  was  missing,  although  the 

j^Q  incoming  Saturday  mail  vjhich  was  usually  neatly  stacked  on 

j^]_  my  desk  by  the  cleaning  people  was  not  there  and  never  turned 

]_2  "P  •   My  wife  and  I  left  the  office  at  approximately  10:45  p.m. 

13  in  considerable  distress. 

j^4         I  contacted  the  Beverly  Hills  Police  Department  several 

j^5  weeks  later  to  find  out  if  they  had  any  further  information 

jg  regarding  the  break-in.   I  was  advised  that  they  did  not.   With 

j_7  this  exception,  from  the  time  of  the  break-i:^  until  the  present, 

ig  I  have  not  been  contacted  by  anyone  nor  have  I  contacted  anyone 

19  (with  the  exception  of  my  counsel  whom  I  spoie  with  immediately 

20  after  the  weekend  of  the  break-in)  regarding  this  matter  until 

21  Friday,  April  27,  1973. 

22  On  that  day.  Dr.  Ellsberg  telephoned  my  office  and 

23  informed  me  that  the  Court  had  informed  him  of  a  Government 

24  report  of  a  break-in  at  the  office  of  a  psychiatrist  of  Dr.  Ells- 

25  berg.   I  could  not  speak  to  Dr.  Ellsberg  in  any  detail  at 

26  that  time  since  I  was  with  a  patient.  Later  that  day  when  Dr. 

27  Ellsberg  telephoned  me  again,  I  confirmed  tie  fact  of  the  break- 

28  i^- 

29  The  next  day  I  received  a  telephone  rail  from  Dr.  Ellsberg 

30  and  his  counsel,  Leonard  B.  Boudin.   Mr.  Boadin  requested  a 

31  meeting  with  me  and  such  a  meeting  occurred  in  ray  attorney's 

32  office  on  Saturday  afternoon,  April  28,  1973.   The  meeting  v;ns 


(977) 


1 

2 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 


58. 3     LEWIS  FIELDING  AFFIDAVIT,   APRIL  29,    29?Z,   UNITED  STATES  V.   RUSSO 

attended   by  my  attorneys,    Harry   B.    Suardlow   and   Irving  A. 
Shimer,    Mr.    Boudin,    Dr.    Ellsberg   and   myself    at   which    time    I 
related    the    foregoing    facts. 


/ 


LEWIS  J.,  FIELDIKG,  MJ). 


Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before 
me  this  29th  day  of  April,  1973. 


Notary  IJublic  in  and  for  Said  County 
and  State. 

_^,^  OFFICIAL  S£AL 

^^    IRVING  A.  SHIMER 

(l^fc^^Jj'^^lJ    NOTAUr    PUSLIC   -  CAltfOlNIA 
'v;^^7**,^/  PRINClPAC    OFFICE    IN 

'^J^V!35^  LCS   Af4GELE5   C0Ur4rY 

My  Commission  Expires  Warch  23,  1974 
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58.4     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  6,    1973,   GRAND  JURY, 
PEOPLE  V.   EHRLICHMAN,    238-39 


^p-.o 


'  Q  During   the  meeting  that   you  just   made   reference 

^         to,    were   any  statenents   additionally  made   In   support  of   a 
^         so-called  bag  job  on  Dr.    Fielding's  office? 

A  Well,    that  was   the  subject  of    the  meeting,    sir. 

5         And  we  all  discussed    it. 

*  I  believe    I  was   asked   if  ciy  technical  skills 

extended   to   that  area,    and    I  indicated:      Yes,    that   I  had 


8         been  trained  for  it   in   the  CIA. 


Mr.    Liddy   indicated   that  he  had  had   socie  FBI 
experience  of   it;   and  we  thought  that   if  a  --   if   the  go-ahead 
were  given   the  operation  could  be  accomplished. 

Q  Based  upon  what  discussion  occurred,    particularly 

in   the   statements   made  by  Mr.    Krogh,    if   any,    did  you  reach 


any  conclusion  as   to  whether  or   not  Mr.    Krogh  wasmaklng 

this   decision   to  go  ahead   on  this    study  by  himself,    or  whether 

or  not  he   had   conferred  with  anyone   else  about    the   ratter? 


A  This    is    Inferential  on  my  part,    Mr,    Kecht.       I 

inferred   that  Mr.    Krogh  was  mot   empowered) to  make   a  decision 
of    that  nature   personally, 

Q  Was    it   ever   suggested   by  anyone    that,  the  TBI  might 

obtain   the   kind  of    information  that  you  made    reference   to 
in   a    legitimate  fashion? 

A  It  was    --    it  was   suggested  by  myself,    sir. 

Q  And  what  dia   you   say? 

A  I  said:      If    --   to   this   effect:      I  said,    "If    this 

material   is    required,    why  can't  we  just   senoLy  request   the 
27  Bureau   to   acquire   it   fur  us?" 


Did   someone   respond? 


NOTE:     THIS  TESTIMONY  IS  REPRODUCED  IN  THE  FORM  IN  WHICH  IT  WAS 
RECEIVED  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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A     To  the  best  ol  my  recollection,  Kr.  Liddy  responded. 

Q     What  did  he  say? 
3         A     He  indicated  that  within  the  past  five  or  six  — 
*   the  preceding  five  or  six  years,  under  the  aegis  of  the 

5  late  Edgar  J.  Hoover,  that  surreptitious  entry  operations  had 

6  become  a  thing  of  the  past  within  the  FBI;  and  that  the 

7  specially  trained  cadres  who  used  to  conduct  —  or  had  formerly 
conducted  entry  operations  for  che  FBI,  those  gentlemen  had 

9  been  disbanded  and  posted  elsewhere  in  the  United  States. 

10  And  in  fact,  that  there  was  no  single  body  of 

11  expertise  within  the  Bureau. 

12  Q     Did  Mr.  Krogh  appear  to  accept  that  explanation? 

13  A     Yes,  sir. 
Q     All  right.   V/as  it  ever  suggested  by  anyone  during 

15    that  same  meeting  that  the  Secret  Service  night  obtain  such 
If.    information  in  a  legitimate  fashion? 

A     Yes.   I  made  that  suggestion. 

18  Q     And  what  did  you  say  in  that  regard? 

19  A     I  said,  "Well,  if  the  Bureau  can't  do  it,  what 
»    about  tBe  Secret  Service?" 

21  Q     Did  anybody  respond^' 

22  A     Yes. 

23  Q     Who  was  that? 
A     Either  Mr.  Liddy  or  Mr.  Krogh  indicated  to  ms  that 

the  Secret  Service  did  not  have  Che  full  confidsnce  of  the 

White  House  for  a  matter  as  senr.itive  as  this. 
27         Q     All  right.   Lastly,  was  it  ever  suggested  by  anyon 
2n         that  the  CIA  might  obtain  such  information  in  a  legitimate 
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59.     On  or  about  August  5,  1971  Krogh  and  Young  reported  to  Ehrlichman 
that  the  FBI  had  been  unable  to  gain  access  to  Fielding's  files  on 
Ellsberg.   They  told  Ehrlichman  that  to  examine  these  records  something 
other  than  regular  channels  through  the  FBI  or  through  the  ongoing  agencies 
would  have  to  be  undertaken.   Krogh  told  Ehrlichman  that  there  were 
individuals  in  the  lonit  and  individuals  available  who  had  professional 
experience  in  this  kind  of  investigation.   Ehrlichman  said  that  he  would 
think  about  it.   Ehrlichman  has  stated  that  he  discussed  with  the  Presi- 
dent  the  need  to  send  Hunt  and  Liddy  to  California  to  pursue  the  Ellsberg 
investigation  and  the  President  responded  that  Krogh  should  do  whatever 
was  necessary  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter  —  to  learn  Daniel 
Ellsberg' s  motive  and  potential  for  further  action. 
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by  you  and  Mr.  Young? 
-,,,       a.     Yes,  I  did. 


'li 


II 

Q.  And  1   take  it  then  you  do  reiaember  receiving  it 
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back  with  Mr.  Ehrlichiaan's  approval? 
K  Yes. 

fit     With  the  cautionary  words  that  if  it  is  done  — 
A.     "Under  your  assurance  that  it  is  not  traceable." 
ft     Now,  do  you  recall  a  discussion  you  and  Mr. 
Young  had  with  Ite.  Ehrlichman  sometime  prior  to  the  time 
you  wrote  the  memorandum  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  on  the  11th  of 
August? 

X  Mu  neiaory  of  that  meeting  stems  from  the  term 

j   "your  assurance."   I  had  bean  shown  this  in  May  of  last  year 
by  Mr.  Silbert,  under  circumstances  where  Mr.   Silbert  felt 
that  this  wuld  have  great  impact  on  me  and  provide  something 
to  me  that  I  was  unawara.   I  had  not  really  been  operating  under 
the  impression  that  there  was  a  memorandum  at  that  point. 

ft_    In  other  vrords,  you  had  forgotten  of  the  existence 


l: 

i   of  the  memo? 

fl.  -   Yes,  sir,  at  tist  time.   There  were  lots  of  memoranda 
in  this  file.   Vlhen  I  saw  that  term  "your  assurance,"  it 
did  trigger  my  memory  to  a  meeting  that  we  had  had  with  Mr. 
EhrliCixman  prior  to  the  drafting  of  this  memorar.dxim. 


.  iti: 


(J.     1  don't  suppose  you  would  bo  able  to  fix  the 
date  of  that  independently  of  any  records  that  you  miytit  have? 
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a.     Ho,  but  the  record  V7hich  1  have  had  in  ny  day  book, 
of  1971  indicates  that  I  met  V7ith  Mr.  Ehrlichnan  on  the 
5th  of  August.   I  think  there  was  a  planned  meeting  with 
Secretary  Laird  and  r^r.  Buzhardt,  general  counsel  for  the 
Departraent  of  Defense,  Mr.  Young  and  myself,  on  the  5th. 

ft     Again,  I  don't  expect  you  to  recall  the  exact 
words  of  that  discussion,  but  see  if  you  can  give  the  Grand 
Jury  your  best  recollection  of  \7hat  you  and  Mr.  Young  would 
have  discussed  with  Mr.Shrlichman  on  that  occasion? 

5.     Well,  in  all  likelihood,  we  vaild  have  discussed 
the  fact  that  we  had  not,  or  the  FBI  had  not  been  able  to 
gain  access  to  Dr.  Ellsberg's  files  from  his  psychiatrist. 
Dr.  Fielding,  that  there  appeared  to  be  no  likelihood  that 
that  would  take  place,  that  if  we  were  to  examine  those  medical 
records,  to  gain  access  to  thera,  or  to  derive  the  information 
about  Dr.  Ellsberg's  mentality  or  what  have  you,  that 
EOinething  other  than  the  regular  channels  through  the  FBI  or 
through  the  ongoing  agencies  would  have  to  be  undertaken. 

0  VJas  there  any  mention  of,  as  you  recall,  by  Mr. 
Ehrlichinan  at  that  meeting,  of  Mr.  Hunt's  suggestion  that  he 
had  some  associates  from  the  CIA  who  could  actually  do  this, 
and  Mr.  Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt  both  had  some  experience  in  these 
areas,  so  that  it  could  te  done  in  a  way  that  the  VThite  House 
was  not  directly  involved  and  it  would  not  be  traceable  to  the 
V?hite  House? 
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Do  you  hava  a  recollection  that  that  would  h^ve 
been  discussed  with  Mr.   Ehrlichraan? 

A.  I  do  not  racall  specific  language,   but  in  all 

likelihood,    if  I  was   to  suggest  that  something  other  than 
the  FBI  or  some  other  means  be  used,    that  I  would  have 
stated  that  we  did  have  individuals   in  the  unit  and 
individuals  available  who  had  had  professional  experience 
in  this  kind  of  investigation  and  could  be  availcible,   but 
to  tellyou  that  I  know  the  exact  words   — 

Q.  I  an  not  expecting  that.      I  don't  think  the 

Grand  Jury  is,   either. 

Now,    the  next  thing  I  guess   that  happened  v/as  you 
did,    in   fact,    receive  the  meaorandum  ha.cl<i  from  t-lr.   Ehrlichman? 

K  Yes,    sir. 

Ct     And  on  that  basis,  do  you  recall  that  fir.  Hunt 
and  Mr.  Liddy  were  sent  out  to  California  to  see  whether  the 
operation  was  feasible  and  how  it  would  be  done? 

Ji.  Yes,  but  prior  to  that,  I  believe  Mr.  Hunt,  in 

order  to  determine  v;hether  the  Cuban-American  individuals  who 
he  had  laentioned  would  be  available,  traveled,  I  think,  to 
2-liaroi,  Florida.   I  don't  have  a  precise  date  of  that.   I 
heard  nost  recently  August  15  was  v/hen  he  v.-as  .""n  Florida. 
Following  that  there  would  have  been  a  trip  to 
California. 

Q.  I  was  just  trying  to  verify  that  date. 


.  co.ih: 
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A    Yes,  sir. 

Q    In  fact,  let  me  call  your  attention  to  the  first 
page  of  the  memo  where  there  appears  to  be  signatures  opposite 
the  names  of  the  authors  and  are  those  initials  yours  and 
Bud  Krogh's? 

A    Yes,  I  believe  so.  X   know  that  is  certainly  my 
initials,  yes,  and  look  like  Bud  Krogh's. 

Q    You  recognize  it  as  being  Bud  Krogh's,  .also  opposite 
his  name? 

A    Yes. 

0    Going  back  to  the  top  of  the  second  page  with 
respect  to  v;hat  I  have  just  road  to  you  about  a  covert  ooeratior 
to  examine  the  medical  files  held  by  Ellsberg's  psychoanalyist, 
prior  to  the  date  of  this  meniorandum  had  you  had  any  discussions 
you  and  or  Mr.  Krogh,  witli  I'ir.  Erhlichraan  about  such  an 
undertaking?   In  other  words,  to  examine  the  medical  files 
still  held  by  Ellsberg's  psychoanalyist? 

-'  A    Yes.   Follov;ing  the  suggestion  which  was  made 
sometime,  1  would  think,  in  very  early  August  by  Mr.  Hunt, 
'and  it  must  have  been  in  tandem  with  the  CIA  doing  this — 

Q    What  suggestion  did  Mr.  Hunt  make? 

A    Mr.  Hunt  made  the  suggestion  that  perhaps  one  way  of 
gaining  information  which  vrould  give  us  some  indication  of 
the  scope  of  the  problem,  plus  assist  in  determining  the  motive:; 
etcetera,  with  regard  to  the  psychological  assessment  would 


1REP0RII(iGCO,IKC. 

iiiChuMllsAsenue.  fil. 
;ton  O.C  20002 


(985) 


59.2       DAVID  YOUNG  TESTIMONY,   AUGUST  22,    1973,   AUGUST  1973 
GRAND  JURY  NO.    2,    39-42.  


40 


1 
2 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

lU 

17 

.18 
l!l 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24" 

25 

:Rt;tPOSTIIlGCO,INC. 
issacliusells  Avenue,  ti  l- 


be  to  have  a  covert  operation  undertaken  to  examine  the  files 
held  by  Doctor  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist? 

A    That  is  basically  the  tenor  of  the  way  it  was 
suggested  to  Mr.  Erhlichman,  along  that  same  line. 

Q    As  a  matter  of  fact,  Mr.  Hunt,  at  least  in  the 
documents  I  have  shown  to  you,  originally  made  this  suggestior 
in  the  July  28  memorandum,  which  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  referred 
to  in  your  August  3  .Beraorandura? 

A    That  we  would  look  into  other  suacrestions  that 
Hunt  had  made. 

Q    My  point  is,  and  listen  to  ray  question,  Mr.  Hunt  had 
originally, at  least  in  writing, made  this  suggestion  about  an 
examination  of  the  files  held  by  Ellsberg's  psychiatrist  in 
his  July  28  memorandum? 

A    That  is  correct,  except  that  v;as  to  Mr.  Colson  and, 
although   I  had  the  memo  and  apparently  referred  to  it  when  I 
wrote  it  August  3,  I  am  just  saying  the  first  I  recall 
thinking  about  it  was  when  Mr.  Hunt  personally  brought  it  up 
to  me. 

Q    It  may  well  have  been  before  he  wrote  the  raemorandu-T. , 

A    That  is  certainly  possible,  yes. 

Q    So,  in  any  event,  after  the  suggestion  was  made  by 
Hunt,  I  guess  you  started  to  say  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  then  talked 
to  Mr.  Erhlichman  about  this  suggestion? 

A    That  is  correct.   I  think  Mr.  Krogh  and  I  talked  n 
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little  bit  about  it.   We  certainly  talked  about  it  prior  to 
talking  to  Mr.  Erhlichman  about  it. 

Q    You  talked  to  Mr.  Erhlichman, then, sometime,  I  take 
it,  prior  to  the  date  of  the  August  11  memorandum? 

A    That  is  correct,  yes. 

Q    What  did  Mr.  Erhlichman  say  at  that  time? 

A    The  tenor  of  the  exchange,  the  essence  of  the 
exchange  v/as  simply  this  had  been  suggested  by  Mr.  Hunt  as 
a  possible  way  of  finding  out  information  which  v/e  were 
trying  to  gather,  as  I  just  explained,  to  determine  the  motive^ 
etcetera,  and  Mr.  Erhlichman  simply  listened  and,  in  effect,   ' 
said,  "Let's  think  about  it."   He  did  not  say  "good"  or  "bad" 
or  approve  or  disapprove.   It  was  simply  t   Ist's-think-aboat- 
it  type  of  reaction. 

Q    You  have  indicated  that  you  v;ere  av/are  that  Mr. 
Ellsberg's  psychiatrist — let's  use  his  name  because  you  said 
his  nam.e  was  meaningful  to  you — that  Doctor  Fielding  had 
declined  to  be  interviewed  by  the  FBI.   As  a  matter  of  fact, 
that  declination  by  Doctor  Fielding  occurred  on  the  26th  of 
July — sometime  prior  to  the  memo  we  are  talking  about  here. 
Do  you  have  a  recollection  that  in  your  discussions  with  Mr. 
Erhlichman  that  he  was  aware  that  the  FBI  attempted  to 
interview  the  doctor  and  the  doctor  had  declined  to  be 
interviewed,  either  from  what  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  said  or  from 
what  I-lr.  Erhlichman  said? 
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P3-17  42 

A    I  think  it  is  my  inference  that  I  understood  that 
Mr.  Erhlichman  also  was  aware — otherwise  he  would  have  said, 
"Why  don't  you  have  the  FBI  talk  to  the  psychiatrist?"   The 
inCerence  was  that  he  was  av;are  that  had  been  done  and  if  he 
wasn't,  I  think  he  raay  have  asked  and  he  would  have  been  told. 

Q    As  a  matter  of  fact,  didn't  you  and  Mr.  Krogh  say  that 
is  one  of  the  reasons  it  would  have  to  be  a  covert  operation 
because  you  have  already  tried  with  the  FBI  and  failed?      j 

A   That  is  correct. 

Q    You  say  Mr.  Erhlichman  said  he  would  think  about  it. 
Did  you  have  any  further  discussions  with  Mr.  ErhlichiaanN 
about  this  operation,  again  prior  to  the  memo  of  August  11? 

A    Not  that  I  recall.   I  don't  recall  any  other 
discussions,  prior  to  that  memo. 

Q   -You  notice  on  the  copy  of  the  August  11  memo  under- 
neath where  I  stopped  reading  to  you  there  is  a  space  where 
the  word  "approve"  is  typed,  and  a  blank  lino,  and  then  the 
word  "approve"  and  a  blank  line,  and  opposite  the  word  "approve'" 
is  the  v/ritten  initial  "E."   Is  that  Mr.  Erhlichman' s  way 
of  indicating  his  approval  to  memos  that  he  receives,  as  far 
as  you  are  aware? 

A    Yes . 

Q    You  notice  written  underneath  that  are  the  words 
"if  done  under  your  assurance  that  it  is  not  traceable." 
Do  you  recognize  that  as  I'lr.  Erhlichman 's  writing? 


(988) 


5 

f. 

IS 
19 
2(1 
21 


S9.3       JOHN  EmLICHMAN  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  8,    1973,   GRAND  JURY,  r-jp 
PEOPLE  V.   EHRLICHMAN,    546-49,    S99-604 '^'^^^ 


year  was   the   time  that  the   —  we  went  off  the  —   closed  tha 
gold  window,    put  the   ninety-day   freeze  on,    and  were 

3  developing  an  entirely  new   tax  package. 

4  From  the  time  we   returned  from  San  Clemente, 
which  would  have  been  the   —  what?   —   third  week  in  July, 
I  guess,   until   the  —   about  the   15th  of  August,    somewhere 
alone  in  there,    I  was   —   I  was   almost  totally  bottled  up 
with  that  project. 

Qi  Are  you  telling  us,    so  we   can  be  specifically 

clear  about  the  matter, that  Mr.   Krogh(never)reported  to  you? 

*•  No,  no.      I  certainly  wouldn't  say  that.     But 

what  I  an  saying  is:      It  was  sort  of  subject  to  my 
3  availability. 

4 


The  xinderstanding  was  that  he  had  pretty  much 


of  a  free  hand;   emd  that  it  was^ot  necessary  ^or  him  to 
report  to  me  on  any^eriodicjaasis,   and  only  at  his 
discretion. 

^  Wo"l<^  ^^-    young  report  to  you  in  connection  with 

the  work  of  the  Plumbers  Group? 

*•  Occasionally,   yes.      And  much  more   frequently 

Later  w^than  in  this  ^^.^^frame  that  we  are  talking  about  now. 


22  in  connection  with(otheri)roblems. 

23  Q.  Did  Kro0i  ever  seek  your  advice  and  counsel 

24  with  respect  to  any  proposed  projects  by  this  so-called 

25  special  unit  or  Plumbers  Group? 

26  A.     He  asked  me  —  yes,  he  did. 

27  ft        '     In  what  connection? 

2«  ft-  In  connection  with  the  problems   that  they  were 


NOTE:     THIS  TESTIMONY  IS  REPRODUCED  IN  THE  FORM  IN  WHICH  IT  WAS 
RECEIVED  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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having,  in  cooperation  from  the  F.B.I. 

ft     Did  Mr.  Young  ever  seeJc  your  advice  and  counsel 
with  respect  to  any  projects  of  the  special  unit  or 
Plumbers  Group? 

A.     Yes,  he  did. 

ft     In  what  connection? 

JL     In  a  connection  which  I  am  really  not  at  liberty   " rf" 
to  discuss,  but  which  has  no  —  no  connection  with  this  raatter. 

ft     Did  Mr.  Krogh  ever  seek  your  ^proval  in 
connection  with  any  contemplated  courses  of  actior^  tiiat 
were  to  be  undertaken  by  the  members  of  the  Plumbers  Group 
or  special  unit? 

A.     Yes.   In  the  former  connection,  in  the  matter 
of  the  F.B.I.   He  —  and   I  think  he  —  he  and  David  Young 
probably  jointly  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  going 
to  be  necessary  for  them  to  do  some  first  party  investigation, 
so  to  speak. 

And  since  this  was  a  departure  from  the 
original  —  the  original  concept,  we  discussed  it. 

ft     What  vas  the  first  party  investigation  — 

A.     Well,  specifically,  sending  Kimt  and  Liddy 
out  here  to  do  some  investigation  for  Krogh  and  Young,  first 


party. 

ft     When  was  that  discussion  entered  into,  sir? 

S.     I  can't  recall  specifically,  but  it  '.y-oula  havD 
been  sorr.etima,  I  would  guess  —  oh,  the  late  parr  of  July 
or  the  early  part  of  August,  some  place  in  thsro. 

ft     Did  Mr.  Xrogh  discuss  this  with  you  privately. 
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or  was   Mr.    Young  present  at  tlie   same   timg? 

A.  I   don't  know.      I   can't   recall.      I    think  it  was 

3  discussed  more   than  once,    as   a  matter  of   fact. 
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Q     VJas  it  discuRsed  with  each  of  !:aea!? 

A     I  couldn't  tell  you. 

Q     '/Then  did  it  first  come  to  your  attention  that  the 


office  of  Dr.  Fielding,  the  psychiatrist  for  Dr.  Ellsberg, 
had  been  broken  into? 

A     The  best  I  can  reconstruct  it,  it  would  have  been 
the  day  after  Labor  Day.   It  would  have  been  the  --  if 
Labor  Day  was  the  6th,  it  would  have  been  the  7th. 

Q     Could  you  tell  us  the  circumstances  leading  up 
to  your  acquiring  that  knowledge? 

A     Well,  I  had  been  away  on  a  vacation,  in  a  -- 
In  a  —  at  Cape  Cod,  in  a  situation  where  I  could  not  get 
phone  calls  very  readily. 

.     So  I  didn't  have  --  and  I  know  I  heard  about  it 
on  the  telephone,  so  my  assumption  is  that  I  eidiez   got 
a  phone  call  after  I  returned  home,  or  when  I  came  to  the 
office  the  day  after  Labor  Day. 

Q     X'lho   made  that  telephone  call  to  you? 

A     I  believe  Mr.  Krogh  did. 

Q     What  did  he  say? 

A     He  said  that  the  --  that  Hunt  and  Liddy  had  — 
and  I  knew  they  had  been  in  California  --  but  he  said  they 
had  broken  into  a  psychiatrist's  office;  that  they  had 
rifle<!  his  files,  looking  for  information  about  Mr.  Ellsberg; 
that  they  had  not  found  anything; 

That  they  were  now  pressing  (Cro£;n  to   carry  on 
further  activities;  that  he  didn't  think  chey  should  do  any- 


o;,    thing  further. 
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ii 


happened  to   those  documents,    the   documents   generated  by  the 
pliimbers   Group? 

A.  Only   the   —   the  documents   relating  to  the   last 

episode. 

ft  You  have  no  other  information  about  the  other 

materials? 

K  And  aside  from  the  ones  in  my  office,   and  the 

ones  in  the  last  episode,   I  really  don't.      I  do  not.      I  — 
I  could  tell  you  how  to  find  out,    I  think. 

ft  We  might  appreciate  your  help. 

K  But  that's  the  only  thing. 

There's  an  individual  in  the  White  House  called 
13         a  Staff  Secretaury.      There's  an  individual  called  an  archivist. 

The   secretary  is   a  mem  named  Kehrli,    K-e-h-r-1-i. 
,i  I   don't  recall   the  name   of   the   archivist.      But 

between  the  two  of   them,    they  could  direct  you  to  einy 
documents   that  were   turned  over  by  Krogh  or  Young  —  or  emybodj 
for  that  matter  —  who  has   left  the  White  House. 

ft  Mr.   Ehrlichman,   you  have   indicated  early  in" 

your  testimony  today,    as   I   understand  it,    that   the  operation 
of  Liddy   and  Hunt   in  California,    at  least  at  the  outset, 
represented  some  kind  of   a  departiire   in  approach  by   the 
Plumbers. 

Have   I   characterized  your  testimony? 

A.  I    felt  that  it  did. 

ft     And  you  characterized  the  new  dimension  as  first 
party  investigation;  is  that  correct? 

A.     Yes,  right. 
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Ql     You  also  said,  as  i  recall,  that  Krogh  sought 
approval  for  this  new  approach. 

Has  that  approval  sought  from  you? 

K  I'm  not  sure  that  he  —  I'm  not  sure  that  says 

it  quite  right. 

ft     How  would  you  express  it? 

A.     Well,  to  express  it  in  sort  of  a  chain  of 
circumstances.   In  the  first  instcince,  what  he  wanted  was 
better  FBI  response.  We  couldn't  get  better  FBI  response. 

Really,  my  relationship  to  these  fellows  was  to 
do  downfield  blocking  for  them.   If  they  had  a  problem, 
emd  they  couldn't  break  through,  then  I  wets  the  one  to  pick 
up  the  phone  and  call  a  cabinet  officer  or  somebody  eind 
try  and  get  the  results  to  them. 
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And  we  couldn't  get  the  results  for  them  in 
Chat  particular  instance. 

And  so  he  came  back  and  said,  "Well  then   I 
4    think  we  have  got  to  do  it  ourselves." 

And  that's  kind  of  how  it  --  how  it  came  about 
Q     Would  the  call  to  General  Cushman  be  consistent 
with  the  downfield  blocking  that  you  just  made  reference 
to? 

A     It  would  have  been,  if  it  had  happened,  yes. 
But  much  more  likely,  it  would  have  been  a   call  to  Director 
Helms . 

In  point  of  fact,  in  the  two-week  period  following 
the  2^th  of  July,  when  the  President  approved  this  project, 
I  arranged  meetings  --  which  I  sat  in  —  with  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  the 
Director  of  the  CIA,  for  Young  and  Krogh. 

And  the  purpose  of  those  meetings  was  so   that 
they  could  describe  their  charter  from  the  President  to  these 
various  Cabinet  officers  and  indicate  the  areas  of 
cooperation  that  they  were  going  to  need  from  the  various 
departments. 

And  these  meetings  were  held  at  a  —  about  every 
third  day  or  so,  until  we  got  the  whole  list  out  of  the 
way. 

Our  meeting  with  Che  CLA  was  not  with  General 
Cushman.   It  was  with  Director  Helms  and  his  Director  of 
Security,  a  man  named  Osborne,  who  would  have  been  the  mc 
directly  affected  by  this  particular  leak  operation. 
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and  we  did  get  a   high   level  of   cooperation  from 
the  CIA, and  very    legitimate  cooperation,    in   the  analysis   of 
leaks   and   the   use  of    their  computers,    and   the  use  of   their 
data   retrieval   systems    and   things   of   that  kind. 

And    it  was   very  important  help. 

The  call   to  General  Cushman  doesn't  ring   true   in 
that  setting  to  me.      I'm  not   in  a  position   to  say  it  didn't 
happen.      He   is  a   fine  man,    and   —  and  an  officer  and  a 
gentleman.      And   I  --    I'm  not  here   to  say  that  he's    telling 
you  anything  but   his  best   recollection. 

My  problem  is:      I  just  don't  recall  that  call 
happening.      And   it   —  and   it  —   there's  just  a   Lot  of 
reasons  why  it  doesn't  add  up   to  me,    in  terms  of   my  own   -- 
where   I  was   and  what   I  was  doing,    and  my  own  practice  of 
doing  business. 
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Q     From  the  testimony  of  others,  when  coa.bined  with 
your  testimony,  I'm  left  with  the  impression  that  up  until 
this  new  approach  was  taken  --  excuse  me,  allegedly  taken  -- 
that  there  was  a  kind  of  coordinated  effort  between  you  and 
among  a  number  of  agencies  directed  toward  solving  the 
leakage  problem,  is  that  correct? 
A     Yes. 

Q     Now.  when  this  new  approach  came  Into  being,  that 
seems  to  be  characterized  as  a  "Do-it-yourself  approach  as 
distinguished  from  a  coordinated  approach. 

Would  you  agree  with  that  observation? 
A     It  was  a  fall-back.   It  was  a  last  resort. 
Q     Did  the  President  know  about  this  change  of 
approach? 

A     Yes,  he  did, 

Q     Did  he  specifically  approve  it? 

A     Yes,  he  did. 

Vi     What  limitations,  other  than  the  one  that  Ltddy 
and  Hunt  should  be  in  the  background  in  connection  with  their 
trip  to  California  to  avoid  White  House  implication,  so  to 
speak,  what  other  limitations  were  imposed  that  you  know  of? 

A     I  don't  know  that  any  were  expressly  imposed, 
r  don't  think  anybody  said,  "Now,  don't  go  out  there  and 
break  the  law,"  or  something  of  that  kind.   I  think  it  was 
just  —  it  was  just  understood  that  they  were  going  to  do 
a  quiet  investigation  of  facts. 

Q     In  terms  of  this  quiet  investigation  of  facts, 
a   do  you.  acquaint  that  with  the  expression  "Covert  activity"  as 
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used   by  Mr.    Krogh    in   his    activities? 

A  I   would    think   so,    yes.      That  would  be  what   I 

would   read   into   that. 

Q  What   other  new  dimensions  were  contemplated   in 

terms   of   your  understanding  o£    the  use   of   the  words "Covert 
activity"? 

A  I  don't   think    I  con temp la ted   any. 

^^^■^^^        Did   you   talk   to  President   NiXon  after  Mr.    Krogh 
informed   you  about   the  break-in  of  Dr.    Fielding's   office? 

A  You  mean  to   tell  hitr  about   the  break-in? 

Q  Yes,    sir. 

A  No,    I  did   not   inform  hira  of   it.      He   learned  of 

it  from  someone  else  at  sometime  much   later. 

Q  Did   you   talk   to  David  Young  about    the    information 

you  had  received   from  Mr.    Krogh? 

A  I  arr.  sure    I  "did, 

Q     Would  you  tell  us,  please,  what  that  conversation 
was? 

A     Well,  I  can't  recall  the  conversation  specifically, 
but  ray  log  shows  that  I  had  a  meeting  with  Krogh  and  Young 
in  the  week  following  Labor  Day.   And  I  think  it  would  be 
extraordinary  that  we  would  have  a  meeting  and  not  discuss 
it.   I'm  sure  we  did. 

Q     Do  you  recall  what  responses  Mr.  Young  gave  you 
in  connection  with  this  activity? 

A     No,  I  don't. 

Q     One  of  the  quec-tions  that  the  Grand  Jury  has,  and 
they're  consistent  with  each  of  these  I  have  in  my  hand,  is 
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IN  THE  UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  COURT 

l"'"'^   ^?S  3  0  1974 

FOR   THE    DISTRICT    O?    C0LU;-<3IA 


CR.    CASE   MO.    74-116     (Judge   Gesejll) 


JAM£3   J.    EAVZV 


UNITED  STATES  OF  AMERICA, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
JOHN  EHRLICHMAN,  et  al.. 
Defendants 


DISTRICT 

OF 
COLUMBIA 


AFFIDAVIT  OF  JOHN  0.  EHRLICHMAN 


)  SS: 


) 


JOHN    D.    EHRLICHMAN,    being    duly    svrarn,    on   oath   deposes 
and   says: 

The    following   narrative   account   of   the    formation  and 
authorization   of   the    investigation  of   the   theft   of  the   Pentagon 
Papers   and    subsequent   events,    going    to   the.  question   of   the 
President's    instructions,    authorization   and   approval,    is   made 
in   response    to    the   Court's   request   of  April    19,    1974. 


The    Pentagon    Papers   Theft: 

In   mid-June,     1971,     it    ivas    learned   at    the   V'nite    House 
that    part   of   the   47-volurae    secret    studv   of   the   Viet    Xat?.  V.'^r 
had   been    copied    and    delivered    to    the   Kew  York   Tin-.es   nnd   other 
pa  pe  r  s . 


MOTE:      THE  COMPLETE  TEXT  OF  THE  EHRLICHMAN  AFFIDAVIT 
IS  REPRINTED  ABOVE  AT  PARAGRAPH  47.2 
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-    7    - 

The    SALT    Leak: 

During  the  week  of  July  19,  1971,  the  media  carried  a 
story  which  disclosed  this  Country's  secret  negotiating  strategy 
in  the  Strategic  Acros  Limitation  Treaty  negotiations  with  the 
Russians. 

In  my  presence,  both  the  President  and  members  of  the 
National  Security  Council  staff  expressed  deep  concern  and  evea 
agitation  about  the  damaging  effect  of  this  leak. 

When  the  President  discussed  leaks  with.Eg5.1  Krogh.  and 
me,  on  July  24,  1971,  he  demanded  that  Krogh  find  those  respon- 
sible for  the  SALT  leak,  resorting  to  polygraph  tests  regardless 
of  Government  employees'  objections,  and  gave  the  clear  im- 
pression to  me  that  Krogh  was  to  use  extraordinary -measures  to 
carry  out  his  assignment. 

This  conversation  with  Krogh  left  me  with  the  belief 
that  now  Krogh  had  a  one-on-one  relationship  v/ith  the  President, 
which  accomplished  the  assignment  given  me  by  the  President 
July  2,  to  find  someone  to  take  over  the  Ellsberg  matter. 

Both  before  and  after  the  Krogh  meeting,  July  24,  the 

President  also  gave  me  instructions  to  pass  along  to  Krogh  and  , 

young.   Invariably  when  they  made  recommendations,  jointly  or 

severally,  the  President  concurred.   His  only  criticism  of  their. 

I 
effort  vras  that  it  was  not  vigorous  enough. 

The  Unit  was  ordered  to  investigate  on  some  date  whicli 

could  probably  be  determined  from  my  notes  (now  in  the  Govern- 

ment's  custody).   Mr,  Krogh  complainoc'.  of  the  F.3.I.'s  failure 

to  cooperate  fully  in  the  Ellsberg  investigation.   I  discussed 
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the  problem  with  the  Attorney  General.   He  advised  me  of  a  con- 
tinuing problem  with  t-lr.  Hoover.   I  recall  specifically  Mr.  Krogh 
complaining  that  the  F.B.I,  had  not  even  designated  the  Ellsberg 
case  as  a  primary  or  priority  case. 

I  advised  Krogh  of  my  talk  with  the  Attorney  General, 
and  he  recommended  that  some  of  the  Unit's  people  bo  sent  out 
to  quickly  complete  the  California  investigation  of  Ellsberg. 

I  told  the  President  of  these  conversations y^  sometime 
between  July  26  and  August  5,  as  nearly  as  I  can  now  reconstruct 
it. 

He  responded  that  Krogh  should,  of  course,  do  whatever 
he  considered  necessary  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  the  matter — to 
learn  what  Ellsberg 's  motives  and  potential  further  harmful 
action  might  be. 

I  told  Krogh,  in  substance,  that  he  should  do'whatever 
he  considered  necessary. 

On  August  6,  I  left  Washington  for  a  period  of  5  days. 

August  11  was  my  first  full  day  back  in  the  office. 

Sometime  later,  I  initialled  and  wrote  on  a  Memorandum, 
dated  August  11,  in  which  Krogh  and  Young  proposed  that  the  in- 
vestigation include  a  covert  attempt  to  learn  what  Ellsberg  may 
have  disclosed  to  Dr.  Fielding.   In  my  opinion,  this  was  well 
within  the  President's  mandate. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  I  was  not  aw.T-t:  ot 
any  intent  on  anyone's  part  to  bronk  into  Dr.  Field  ii-.-t 't:  tiri-inises 
before  that  occurrence. 
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8:00  Hn.H  oFflo.- 

8:15  R . j o .-!  -J  v- c  1 !;  [<  o  > m 

9:00  Car  at  west  b■^3s\.■ne^.■.  (Krogh,    '^{^.v^c.^) 
9:i5  AC  ;  i:liic3    -  Kiein-iii.-i-.Dt.    Kro.i'i.    Young 
11:30  Di-.    Ro^^ijr  E-iib=jcs,    Kcr.  Cal^• 
ll:50  PrssLdsr.t 

1:00  L'ifich  Ln  Mesa  -.vith  Bill  Magrudac,    Kit.  Coli 

2:30  Govsrrior  Dan  Svano 

3:30  V/is  Varr.oa  (ooms'.-L'.li   3roa.dcastir.^1   f  cama  ramiu 

4:30  Art  Fletcher,    Ken  Cj:^ 

5:40  President 

6:45  Tennis  at  Ri-/sr  Band  Co'intry  Club  -  Mrs.   E,   Jan,   DLxna 

THURSDAY,    JULY  29,    1971 

8:00  HRH  office  . 

8:15  Roosavelt  Room 

11:00  Ed  Harper,    Ken  Cole 

12:00  Paul  Healy 

12:30  President  {Ed  Coate,   Martin  Anderson) 

2:00  Emergency  school  aid  -  Richardson,    Shultz,   Morgan,   Mathan, 

MacGrsgor,   Kurzman,    Hastings 

3:30  Car  at  west  ba-^ement 

3:45  Sec.    Rogers'  office   -  AG,    Connally,    Kelms,    Downey,    IngcirioII 

(~5:10  Krogh,   KRK 

5:30-7:00  Tennis  with  the  Bel}:-3,    Mrs,   E 

8:15  Dinner  for  4  at  i^l  Tio  Pepe 

FRIDAY.    JULY  30,    1971 


8:0n  HRH  ot'fico 

8:15  Pv.oo3evelt  Pv.oom 

10:00  Havard  Allor. 

10:45  Poassell  Tri'.in 

il:00  Shv-ltr.'  ofuc?   -  Rc,-D  bririir.;:; 

12:30  Jack  S-::he eland 

l:C:j  L.Ui\ch  with  i-'.rs.    S,    Jody.    Bob   (Old  Sbbi-:t  Grill) 

2:00  Si-cr^i^A.y  -^.L-hcrdso- 

3::i5  A^:to-r^ev  G--.:r-; 

4:!;-  L,:-^  r:  ■  ;="..--  -.  thr-'..  •  {hi:\\.  p7:;j:-ct  :ri:.i=s} 

6:J5  ^;^o'ici    13  i'-'dii;?   ;r.-  r!\;^;;v 
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TH!JKSn:'.v,     i.yjULiT    5;     19  7' 


8:00  v.Z>S:    orficH) 

2:13  V.o:.c-i^-l~    : 

10:00  C-^:2ll•.;iC 


pi:  30  Lalrn,    B a •-:;:£•.■' ah,    Kroor. ,    iO'-inr, 

2:00  Pot2T    ?l<ini:f:in'G    ocfic^ 

3:lfi  Fcasidenl;,    Kov.vr.ey ,    S'.iulcz,    Piv.ni'j^n ,    Co'-l.-\3.i 


5:00  .r?.p;ir.=32    T:ho':.o-jrao:'.-=5r£i 

.7:30  Ja'ian    Ini<.' 


FRIDAY:,    AU3U3~    6,     IJ71 


8:00  I-Sti   offic-3 

8:15  Hoosev'2lc    :<oon-i 

9:30  Dapart   Androv/s 

11:00  Arrive   Colorado 

2:00  Semi-Annual  maeting   of   Adventure/unlirr.itad 


SATURDAY,    August    7,    19  71 

3:30  Adventure/Unlimited   adjourns 

TUESDAY,    Auq'JSt    10,     1371 


^ieating   '.■;.-■. th   rn.^rr.bsr   of   FEB   Policy   Cornea.    £    Reg.    Cncl. 
11:55  Dapart   Denver 

5:00  Arrive  A-;drav?3 


IvSDMESnAY,    august    il,     19  71 


5:00  H?-t:   of  fie.-; 

8:15  ;vOO:;ov.:;lc    Rcon: 

3:30  Cb--i^ti-r\.    ?cloncc    Suu^ljnts    -■   T:i.--tA:o 

11:00  rn-lv.-:    -    :'l-;-L..-r.    -    US    i^jc;:::^     -    Assr. 
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60.  According  to  a  document  in  the  file  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  entitled  "Specific  Projects  as  of  August  10, 
1971,"  in  addition  to  the  investigation  of  Ellsberg  and  the  Pentagon 
Papers  and  the  SALT  disclosure,  the  Unit  undertook  projects  with  re- 
spect to  an  analysis  of  leaks,  press  regulations,  classification  and 
declassification  systems,  the  cancellation  of  software  contracts  and 
a  polygraph  study. 


Page 

60.1  Document  entitled  "Specific  Projects  as  of 

August  10,  1971"  from  the  files  of  the  Special 
Investigations  Unit  (received  from  White  House)....  1006 
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60.1     SPECIFIC  PROJECTS  AS  OF  AUGUST  10,    1971,  DOCUMENT  FBOM 
FILES  OF  SPECIAL  INVESTIGATIONS  UNIT 

SPECIFIC  PRO.rSCTS 
as  of  August  10,    1971 

and  i-.liA 

WHO  HAS  ACTION' 


Specific  Action 
1)    Ellsberg  -  factual 
Z)     Psychological  Study 

3)  Leak  Analysis 

Qualitative/ 
Quantitative 
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61.       On  August  11,  1971  the  CIA  delivered  to  Krogh  and  Young  a 
psychological  profile  on  Ellsberg  dated  August  9,  1971.   On  the  same 
day  Krogh  and  Young  submitted  a  written  status  report  to  Ehrlichman 
on  the  entire  Pentagon  Papers  project.   The  report  referred  to  the 
psychological  profile  of  Ellsberg  that  had  been  received,  but  stated 
that  Krogh  and  Young  considered  it  to  be  superficial.   Krogh  and 
Young  reconmended  that  a  covert  operation  be  undertaken  to  examine 
all  the  medical  files  still  held  by  Ellsberg 's  psychoanalyst  covering 
the  two  year  period  in  which  Ellsberg  was  undergoing  analysis. 
Ehrlichman  stated  his  approval  of  the  recommendation  if  done  with  Krogh 
and  Young's  assurance  that  it  was  not  traceable.   Copies  of  the  August  11 
status  report  which  were  furnished  by  the  l^ite  House  to  the  House 
Judiciary  Committee  had  the  paragraph  recommending  a  covert  operation 
and  Ehrlichman 's  approval  deleted. 
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61.1        CIA  DIRECTOR  OF  SECURITY  AFFIDAVIT,   mY  9,    1973,    1,    3-4 

A  ;■  IJ  i>.\  V  II- 


who,    bcinj;  fir:,t  duly  sv.-or; 


1^ 

I; 
It 
!■ 

j    STAT  I :  oj'  vi);c;ii\'':.-\ 
i 

:•     COUiN'TV  OK  FAIKl'AX,    lowit; 


!.  COiN.ES  K'OV,',[  T 

■  dcposRi  and  s?,ys: 

\-  1.     I  am  the  Director  of  Security  of  the  Central  InteUi"cncc  A'-cnc- 

V  Z.     The  purpose  of  this  statoj-nont  is  to  record  my  invoLverr'c'^v  'n. 

ii  events  leading  up  to  the  preparation  of  a  psychological  profile  on  Daniel 

I    EUsberg  prepared  at  the  request  of  Mr.   David  Young  of  the  ^\'>^ite  House 
I 

I    staff. 

I  3.     Mr.   David  Young  first  came  to  my  attention,  as  a  result  of  a 

I    telephone  call  froni  the  Director  of  the  Agency,   Mr.  Richard.  Kclms,   who 
i    informed  me  that  a  Mr.    David  Young  of  the  White  House  had  just  baen. 
jj    detailed  froin  the  National  Security  Council  staff  to  the  staff  of  Mr.  John 

H 

jl    Ehrlichman,   the  President's  Counsel  for  Doniestic  -Affairs,   and  that  he 

Ii 

!•    would  be  working  on  security  matters.     I  was  instructed  by  Mr.  Helms  to 

!| 

!;'    be  cooperative  in  my  relations  witli  Mr.    Young  ajad  to  keep  him  (The 

I. 

i-    Director)  generally  iniorniied.      To  the  best  of  my  recollection,   tliorc  was  a 

I; 

V    distinct  implication  that  Mr.    Young  vv'ould  be  specializing  in  the  matter  of 

r 

;■    unauthorized  disclosures  of  classified  information. 

I' 

;■  4.     Early  in  the  sumnncr  of  1971,    I  briefed  Mr.   Young  in.  my  off-cc 

;.     on  the  experiences  thot  the  Security  Committee  of  the  United  States  luteUi.- 

■•     gence  Bo.ird  had  had  in  the  field  of  unauthorized  disclosures  over  the  yea-s 

'■'■     and  subsequently  provided  him  v.-itU  several  reports  and  sumraaries  that  had 

NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 


(1008) 


!:        61.1        CIA  DIRECTOR  OF  SECURITY  AFFIDAVIT,   MAY  9,    1973,    1,    3-4 
|i    Jill  i>.ii  .il.itiM  (if  lIio  lutifili-  in  <|ii'_rli"''i    .'nl'li:i;;  l!i,-:l  iiir"cii:.iLit>.i  if/. •,;[.->  Ulo 

i! 

1'  lc>  lilin  oa  wlijcli  111  jii<)..ii  1:  MU :li  .1  ['■"'lie  w.i:;  vury  .-.i>:i!:.c. 

i'  8.      On  10  Aurirt  l';Vl,        t)r,   ^S  liut'l  c.-.t  ric<'.  lo  mc  ;t:t  "iii.U.-O'-L 

;■  :..a::(.:5i;..ncnt"  on  D,>iai;l   KHr.l):  .  j;,    cl.'.lcd  9  Au^ur.L  19V1,    ([  lind  i-rc:vic.-.i::ly 

■  rcvicv.'cd  a  roiijjh  clrr.ft  of  t'.io  a.':si.'SSinc:nt  fi-oin  a  sccmity  poii;L  qL  view). 

'.'.  1  denied  Iho  r.s;.cr,Grncnt  with  Mr.    Helms,    llic  Director,    nnd  had.  it  clclLvtrcd 

!;  to  Mr.   David  Young  on  11  August  1971  by  a  special  Security  courier.     In  my       1 

|l  note  oX  trr.nsmittr-1,    I  stipulated  "I  know  that  you  appreciate  that  Kov/cvc •-  t"i3  i 

li 

is  used,   the  Agency  should  not  become  invoK-ed.  " 

9.     A  few  days  after  Mr.    Young's  receipt  of  the  assessment,   he 

telephoned  me  and  expressed  some  dissatisfaction  with,  the  assessmant  and 

I  responded  by  pointing  out  that  nnaterial  available  to  the  Agency's 

psychiatrists  v/as  very  sparse.     He  offered  to  provide  me  v/ith.  additional 

information  and  asked  that  "we  try  again.  "    Mr.   Young  provided  me  copies 

of  clippings,   FBI  reports,    ajid  other  material  v.'hich  I  forwarded  to  ■ 

\^J^    -^ as  it  was  received.      Eventually,  |     "  '"■      J  ret-urned  at  least 

f 
some  of  the  material  to  rhe  v/hicli  I  then  rotTimed  to  David  Young.  | 

1 

t 

10.     To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  some  time  in  September  of  ! 

i 

1971,    I  arranged  to  puti      U  f,     L of  the  Agency's  Medical  Services    \ 

I'  ' 

't 

I     staff  in  direct  contact  witli  Mr.    Young  and  I  had  no  further  discussions  v."t'"       f 

h  '      \ 

\    him  on  this  subject.     I  do  recall  that  subsequently!     Dr.  0  mentioned  to       1 

I-  *  : 

[:   nnc  that  he  had  briefed  Mr.  IS then  tUe  Deputy  Director  fo—  ] 

'  '     c  ' 

!,   Support,    on  the  nrtatter  and  shortly  thereafter  Mr.|"      h       ■  tclcplioned  me  an'l 

I  repeated  to  him  the  Director's  stipulation  that  he  wanted  to  approve  per- 
!'  ' 

[j    sonally  all  material  forwarded  to  tlie  V/hite  Houoc  on  this  matter.  ; 

't  » 

j;  11.     I  continu   d  to  have  many  telei)hoiie  contacts  v/it!t 
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1:    61.1        CIA  DIRECTOR  OF  SECURITY  AFFIDAVIT,   MAY  9,    1973,    1,    3-4 
I 

•      iVn-      l).-\-iiI    Vo.ii:-;  .-.kI  in-l  vif:  hr.rt  o.i  .•.cvirijl  o..<;.i:;!'-'M.-.  m.-olvi::- 

i: 

j    :.iic;ciri<    i':.avilho.i-ecl  i!i:.(,!rT;.i  res  I'f  cl.ir.r.i  tied  ir.Corr.i:.lion.        Wc:  [■  i- o-.-i  C-^d 

''■    lii-u  vitU  i;:.Lc:ucivc  ni;;'i.cri.a  rro:n  or.c  file;,  .•r.il  j>ci  foi  r.->t;d  =cvi;f.--.l  r.p-c-.iiic 

i' 

i.° 

j'    cliun.-ij.i:  ;i.s;.ci:.nici'.lri  .nt  liii,  rcouci.t.     In  none  of  llicsc  coiit.-.cto  v;  =  Ihcrc: 

;'    ever  p-nj-  impUc.-ition  tl-.at  Ji;s  rcquc:.tr  were  in  any  v.-ay  decigncrl  to 

'■    camoufhij.'t:  any  oll-.cr  acLivilici:.       Ut.    Your.c;  was  r.  frcquc.at  visitor  to  the: 

i     Ajjcncy's  Headquarters  Cui'.dins  and  aUlioush  our  records  indicate  tl-.at  he 

li 

it    was  never  assigned  a  "Visitor  I\^o  Escort  Badso,  "  he  v/as  usually  givcc  a. 

!    Corilercncc  Badge  v/hich  permitted  him  free  access,   unescorted,  to  all 
areas  of  the  Building  other  than  restricted  compartm.entcd  areas. 

12.     In  August  of  1972,  I  attended  a  meetins  in  iVIr.   Ehrlichmar,' s 
office  vnth  Mr.   Helms.     Mr.   EgU  Krogh  and  Mr.   David  Young  ^^•c^e  also 

j    present.     Mr.   Ehrlichman  stated  that  on  behaU  of  the  President  he  v/anted 

to  emphasize  the  importance  of  pressing  on  with  the  investigation  of 

unauthorized  disclosures  of  classified  information.      It  was  apparent  from. 
i  " 

i 
i    Mr.   David  Young's  participation  in  this  meeting  that  ho  had  the  confidence 

ii 

'■'    and  trust  of  Mr.    Ehrlichman.     At  that  time,   Mr.  Young  apparently  enjoyed 

!i 

ji 

j!    considerable  influence  v/ith  Mr.    Ehrlichman  and  any  reluctance  to  comply 

ii 

i-:    with  his  requests  v./ere  invariably  met  v/ith  the  rejoinder  that  "I  will  have 

II 

!';    Mr.    Ehrlichman  call  Mr.   Helms.  " 

|i 

j!  13.     My  records  of  my  contacts  v/ith  Mr.'  Young  insofar  as 

■I 

'■     specific  dates  arc  concerned  are  incomplete  but  the  above  has  been  prepared 

j: 

ii     based  on  my  considered  and  best  recollection  of  the  events  ;;.;  they  occurred. 


ji 


.    ^ 


';  Subscribed  and  cwori;  to  before  mc,    a  Notary  Public,    in  and  for  tl;c  County  of 

i      Fairfa.--:,    St-Tte  of  Virginia,    this     9tl-. dc'.y  oC  iVt.iv ^,1973.        My 

!'     cor.'.inir.r.ion  cxpircr.      29  S..|U-":ibnv  197i'i 

•i 
•t 

i. 

ji  i/_.si.!  ;.>jcy_u.- ■'^v-.i"± 

jl  KolJiy  I'ubtic 

!  Cduf.ir  iin-il.   tiililicil   li>  !•■.    tiiii    .iii'I  .(•(•uriti-.  i.ii,.y  iiT  o:i(.ii\.iI,    .-^iucut.rd 

;.  ;,  rridivit.                                                                                                                             '  "" 
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61.2     CIA  DIRECTOR  OF  SECURITY  LETTER.   AUGUST  11.    1971 


DrreccMve  Office  B'^ildin 
The  '.Vnitc  House 

Dave: 

Attached  is  the  personality  assessment  you 
requested  on  Ellsberg.      If  there  are  any  aspects 
of  this  assessment  which,    in  your  opinion  requre 
amplification,    we  woiild  be  happy  to  arrange  to 
make  the  individizal  who  prepared  it  available  for 
discussion. 

I  know  that  you  appreciate  that  however  this 
is  used,    the  Agency  should  not  become  involved. 


Di 


'irector  of  Security 


11  August  1971 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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61.3     CIA  PRELIMINABY  PSYCHOLOGICAL  STUDY ^   AUGUST  9^    1971 

Indistinct  dociunent  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

9  August  1971 
This  indirect  personality  assessment  is  based  primarily  on  background 
material  and  current  impressions  derived  from  press  reports,  including 
newspaper  and  magazine  articles  and  television  interviews.   In  addition, 
selected  State  department  and  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  memoranda 
have  been  reviewed.  As  the  data  base  is  fragmentary  and  there  has  been  no 
direct  clinical  evaluation  of  the  subject,  this  indirect  assessment  should 
be  considered  highly  speculative  and  in  no  way  definitive. 

There  is  nothing  to  suggest  in  the  material  reviewed  that  Subject 
suffers  from  a  serious  mental  disorder  in  the  sense  of  being  psychotic  and 
out  of  contact  with  reality.  There  are  suggestions,  however,  that  some  of 
his  longstanding  personality  needs  were  intensified  by  psychological  pressures 
of  the  mid-life  period  and  that  this  may  have  contributed  significantly  to 

his  recent  actions. 

An  extremely  intelligent  and  talented  individual,  Subject  apparently 
early  made  his  brilliance  evident.   It  seems  likely  that  there  were  sub- 
stantial pressures  to  succeed  and  that  Subject  early  had  instilled  in  him 
expectations  of  success,  that  he  absorbed  the  impression  that  he  was  special 
and  destined  for  greatness.   And  indeed,  he  did  attain  considerable  academic 
success  and  seemed  slated  for  a  brilliant  career. 

There  has  been  a  notable  zealous  intensity  about  the  subject  throughout 
his  career.  Apparently  finding  it  difficult  to  tolerate  ambiguity  and 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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61.3     CIA  PRELIMINARY  PSYCHOLOGICAL  STUDY,   AUGUST  9,    1971 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


-2- 
ambivalence,  he  was  either  strongly  for  something  or  strongly  against  it. 

There  were  suggestions  of  problems  in  achieving  full  success,  for  although 
his  ideas  glittered,  he  had  trouble  committing  himself  in  writing.  He  had 
a  knack  for  drawing  attention  to  himself  and  at  early  ages  attained  posi- 
tions of  considerable  distinction,  usually  attaching  himself  as  a  "bright 
young  man"  to  an  older  and  experienced  man  of  considerable  stature  who  was 
attracted  by  his  brilliance  and  flair. 

But  one  can  only  sustain  the  role  of  "bright  young  man"  so  long.   Most 
men  between  the  ages  of  35  and  45  go  through  a  period  of  re-evaluation. 
Realizing  that  youth  is  at  an  end,  that  many  of  their  goals  and  dreams 
cannot  be  achieved,  many  men  transiently  sink  into  despair  at  this  time. 
In  an  attempt  to  escape  from  these  feelings  of  despair  and  to  regain  a 
sense  of  competence  and  mastery,  there  is  an  increased  thrust  towards  new 
activity  at  this  time.  Thus  this  is  a  time  of  career  changes,  of  extra- 
marital affairs  and  divorce.   It  is  a  time  when  many  men  come  to  doubt 
their  earlier  commitments  and  are  impelled  to  strike  off  in  new  directions. 
For  the  individual  who  is  particularly  driven  towards  the  height  of  success 
and  prominence,  this  mid-life  period  may  be  a  particularly  difficult  time. 
The  evidence  reviewed  suggests  that  this  was  so  for  Ellsberg,  a  man  whose 
career  had  taken  off  like  a  rocket,  but  who  found  himself  at  mid-life  not 
nearly  having  achieved  the  prominence  and  success  he  expected  and  desired. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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61. S     CIA  PRELIMINARY  PSYCHOLOGICAL  STUDY,   AUGUST  9,    1971 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

-3- 
Thus  it  may  well  have  been  an  intensified  need  to  achieve  significance 

that  impelled  him  to  release  the  Pentagon  Papers . 

There  is  no  suggestion  that  Subject  saw  anything  treasonous  in  his 
act.  Rather,  he  seemed  to  be  responding  to  what  he  deemed  a  higher  order 
of  patriotism.   His  exclusion  of  the  three  volumes  of  the  papers  concerned 
with  the  secret  negotiations  would  support  this . 

Many  of  Subject's  own  words  would  confirm  the  impression  that  he  saw 
himself  as  having  a  special  mission,  and  indeed  as  bearing  a  special  re- 
sponsibility. On  several  occasions  he  castigated  himself  for  not  releasing 
the  papers  earlier,  observing  that  since  he  first  brought  them  to  the 
attention  of  the  Foreij^ii  Relations  Committee,  there  had  been  "two  invasions," 
more  than  9,000  American  lives  lost,  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  Viet- 
namese deaths."  He  also  on  several  occasions  had  suggested  quite  strongly 
that  his  action  will  not  only  alter  the  shape  of  the  Vietnam  war,  but 
will  materially  influence  the  conduct  of  our  foreign  policy  and  the  re- 
lationship between  the  people  and  the  government . 

Ellsberg's  reactions  since  emerging  from  seclusion  have  been  instructive, 
Initially  there  was  jubilation,  an  apparent  enjoy.nent  of  the  limelight. 
This  was  succeeded  by  a  transient  period  wherein  there  was  a  sense  of 
quiet  satisfaction,  of  acceptance  of  his  new-found  stature,  as  if  his 
personally  significant  action  had  accomplished  what  he  sought  to  achieve. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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■  61.3     CIA  PRELIMINARY  PSYCHOLOGICAL  STUDY, -AUGUST  9,    1971 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
H^use  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

-4- 
But  then,  embittered  that  Congress  and  the  press  had  not  wholeheartedly 
supported  him,  he  turned  against  them.   This  is  not  surprising,  for 
there  would  seem  to  be  an  insatiable  quality  to  Ellsberg's  strong  needs 
for  success  and  recognition. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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61.  Z     CIA  PRELIMINARY  PSYCHOLOGICAL  STUDY:,  AUGUST  9,    1971 

9Au.:7a=c  1971 

i'his  :lr.dlrect  psrcon-Jllty  ::^%ezz:z-2x\t  ii;  bziisa  pri^-jirily  on  c?-cl:.:;jrtrjr:J. 
r.at-.irl:--!  rir..!  current  in^rejjiona  dorivod  frca  preca  report  J,    ir.ciU'-LL'-.:;i 
:v2--/jp-.''-.-T  cr.d  r^jjazins  articles  cir.d  tolc'jdGion  Intcurrtc-.m .      In  ciddlticn, 
3  0l';ct-.:d  r.tcvta  d'jp?.i-tc2nt  cjid  Fcdorcl  2urer.u  of  Invcsci^^-.bion  '.~o-.orr.-da 
ba-/3  b-jer.  rcvlo:/-ed.     As  th.i  data  "baBa  la  :frni=entary  ar^d  thsro  h?.3  b.-:2n  no 
di-'j.-^t  clinical  ovaltuition  of  tba  cu'bject,    this  indirect  ssizfizv^^T^t  chculd 
bo  ccr>.:ldjrcd  higlily  speculative  and  in  no  vay  definitivs. 

Tlijro  Iz  nothir^  to  cug^eat  in  th?  r'j.terial  r-oviG--r::d  that  -^^-ibject 
uuffar.T  frc-n  a  agrio-aa  cental  diuordsr  in  the  eonsa  of  b^in^'  psychotic   .--.d 
cit  of  contact  ^/ith  reality.     There  are  ci^^^aGtions,  hoT/sver,    that  ocna  o-C 
Ilia  lor2ct-?>ndlr_3  personality  needa  were  int-onaified  by  psychologic?.!  pre::~ar: 
of  the  rdd-llfa  period  ?-nd  that  this  tuay  ha\.-3  contributed  cii^n^JLficar.tly  to 
his  recent  aetioni;. 

.Ml  c:rtrc;.-.-j:ly  Intelligent   and    talented  inUvidual,    Cubjcct   .app-arently 
early  r.ade  hie  brillionce  2'vi.dent.      It  z^i~z  liicel^'-  tr.at  there  •./ore  3ue- 
^t-ntlal  presGuroa  to  nucceed  rnd   cha"   Siihject  e-arly  ^nd.  izictillod  —.  h. .a 
e:;~2ctatio.nn  oz*  i^uccess,    that  he  absorbed  ^hj  i::prc.33ion  that  he   ■.:ac   ipecial 
o^-d  dejcin^d  for  greatness.     And  inde-;d,   he  did  attain  considerable  acvoenvLC 
uuoceJT  and  cee~od  slated  for  a  brilli.-ir.t  career . 

There  has  been  a  notable  zealo-as   intensity  about  th:-  c^bj  ;ct  throurhe .-.  j 
h.L  ;  cai-j:^r.     Appirently  findinj    It  diffic'-LLt  -o  tolerate  .-c-.bi-7v;ity  rnd 
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c.;'5i-.'al_>nce,  ha  vas  either  JcrcC;'--ly  for  ."oriethirjj  or  strongly  CL-^uicjt  it. 

'I^:ora  •-•^— :s  nu.T3^jtlon::  of  proolcrL:  in  achicviiis  full  zvicczzz,   for  r.ltl.-^cvh 

\\Lz  iclaai  -ll-ttorod,   ho  hod  trcubla  cctrtilttin^  hirijolf  in  -./rltiiiv.     11-:  h-d 

r.  'mzc!;  for  dmvrir^  attention  to  hlrc^lf  end  at  oarly  asea  attrdnrid  jooi- 

tlcn:;  of  con^icLiraiile  diatlcction,  u^uslly  aotachin;  hin3alf  cjj   a  "bright 

ycun3  nan"  to  an  oldsr  end  cxp^riencod  ".:::?ji  of  corjjidoi-ablQ  Gtci'!riiro  ^.ho  vraa 

r.ttracted  by  his  hrillia:::ca  r-nd  f Icdr.       ^J  \/ 

But  ens  can  only  3U3tain  ths  role  of  "bright  your-s  c^jn"  ::o  Icr.g.     I'o-sz 

rsn  fc3t-..-CTm  th-9  2333  of  35  end  ^5  o^  throug;^  a  period  of  rc-eval-aacion. 

P..jalizin3  that  youth  ia  at  an  end,   th3.t  nony  of  thoir  ^c?.!."  crid  droczi^ 

cannot  be  achieved,  TMiisy  cen  transiently  sinli  into  de3;;7iir  at  this  ti-^. 

Ir:  an  attirrpt  to  escape   fro::  thi-a-s  fealin£:3  of  dssTMir  and  to  rc^iain  a 

«:on3'j  of  cc~T5etGnco  and  nixatary,   theri  Iz  an  increacsd  thn.\3t  tovnurds  ntiv 

.-'.cti^.-lty  at  this  ti:2e,    -T.vxz  this  is  s.  tL-^a  of  career  charges,   of  o::tra- 

i2aritoi  affairs  end  di^tsrca.      It  ±z  a  tlice  xvhea  tvian;,-  u.jn  ccr.e  to  dcv   c 

thiir  earlier  ccv^itzant.3  and  ara  izrpallod  to  dtrilco  off  in  na-/  dircc   iar. ;. 

7or  th5  indl'/idnal  \.tio  is  par-cical-irly  dri-/ca  tcr.rard:!  tha  halrht  of  crzcc^zx 

and  prcninarca,   this  laid-llfa  r,srlcd  r.ay  ha  a  p?ortic-ai?-rly  cirfic'J.t  tir.a. 

Tr.i  ovid_-nco  rc'/iei-'ad  svi^joats  that  this  ^,-a-3  ao  for  ZLlcbari;,    a  r^ra  ■;ho33 

caraar  had-ta^ccn  off  lUto  a  rochat,.h'at  -..'ho  fonnd  hl-.i;>3Lf  a&  r^d-lifc  not 

na^^ly  ha'.'irs  achieved  th-a  prcriin.'nce  and  :;ucc-ja3  ha  a:r?ac'oad  and  danirad. 
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•JHiUT  it  tr.-'T'  vsil  hr.'/^  baen  o-i  in-tca:i.i.x-i-;:c  need  to  c-chle-.-s  3i£~ific.->r.c-» 
th:it  l~p:;llcd  hia  to  VG.\<lzz■^  the  Pcntsscr.  P^pcira. 

'ihzLTc  is  no  aiisijestiGn  that  Su'jject  sav  enythloij  traascr.ous  in  hi2 
T.zt,     Eath-sr,  ho  scsnied  to  be  i-c5por.d-'u\-r  to  v.-'nat  h3  doc::icd  a.  hi^hor  orvl.-rr 
or  pauriotlsa.     Ilia  exclusion  of"  tha  thres  --'olv^r.eD  of  th3  pr.pora  concerned. 


'.ilth  tha  cocrst  r.e^jotiationa  would  cAjipport  this. 

••■j".^  of  E-abj2ct'3  o'in  '.•••ords  vould  confiru  tb-5  Iroraasioa  that  h2  civ 
hi:'-3-^lf  as  hiviTi^  a  special  nisaion,   and_lndeed  ca  bearicr  a  n-:icial  re- 
apor..jil>ility.     Or»  saveral  cccaaioru:  ha  cestlsatad  hii-:i3Gir  for  not  ralcaslrj 
th2  oi-t^iira  esrlior,   obssrvlr^^  that  sinco  \\rx  firat  brought  thca  to  th:i 
attention  of  tha  PorcigTi  Relations  Ccz^dttee,   thore  had  b;;en  "tTitJ  in-j-ai^icna," 
tiora  than  9, COO  /r.srican  lv/t:3  lont,   &nd  hundrods  of  tbouacu^d::  of  Yiot- 
nr-T..:.?,i  dc^.ths."    Ho  also  on  savaral  ccct'.ciorLs  hail  m^^aatcd  quit^  Liircrrly 
t>_i^  hi3  action  vill  not  only  altar  tho  chape  of  the  ViGtnn-n  v,-ar,  hvit 
-.rill  r:atoriall.y  ii^nu^nc•3  th3  conduct  of  our  forolsn  policy  and  tho^ro- 
latioriLihiT}  batw'nen  the  pooplo  and  tho  sovcmnant. 

i-llnbsrj'^  reactions  cinco  e'n;r3in3  frc~  cacliisicn  hara  been  Ln-t-nativo. 
InltioJLly  th3r2  va3  Jubilation,   on  rpr^ncnt  enjcynont  of  ths  IL^^li 32 1 . 
Thia  v?.3  cuccsodad  by  a  tranniant  p:;riod  whorcin  thsra  T/n.i  c.  ::ana^  of 
niitib  cAtiafaation,   of  accaptancc'of  his  na-.-z-i c-and  st-at\rrOj   a^  if  hia 
p-:;r.2cniLlly  jirpnlficant  action  had  acccTplichcd  -..iint  he  aov.^ht  to  achi.w-^. 
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rr.r.  th';.-;,   c-ibittcre-.i  tl^it  Cor-jr^a.T  nr-d  t'r.o  preas  hrJ.  not  -TholohD-vrtc-il;)' 
c-.-rnort^-d  bin,  h2  turned  against  then.     ThLs  ia  not  surprialns,   for 
tl:;:r-j  x.'tiuld  sesa  to  ba  an  injdtljible  q'^ali-ty-  to  Eliabors'o  Gtro::^  nc-c-da 
for  G^icco."3  and  recognitioa. 


G205j0 
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Afternoox  Session,  Tlt-sday,  Jitly  24,  1973 

Senator  Ervix.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Ehrlichman,  prior  to  the  luncheon  recess  you  stated 
that  in  your  opinion,  tlie  entry  into  the  Ellsberj^  psycliiatrlst's  office 
was  legal  Ijecause  of  national  security  reasons.  I  think  that  was  your 
testimony. 

Mr.  EnRLicHiiAx.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Have  3'ou  always  maintained  that  position? 

Mr.  EiiRLiciiTVfAx.  Well,  I  do  not  know-. 

_  Mr.  Dash.  When  I  say  always,  I  am  not  going  back  into  eons  of 
time. 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  been  asked  to 
maintain  it  one  way  or  the  other.  I  have  had  a — T  had  an  awareness 
of  the  President's  constitutional  powers  and  capacity. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  do  you  recall  when  we  had  our  first  interview  in. 
my  office,  and  we  discussed  this  issue,  you  expressed  sliock  that  such 
a  thing  had  occurred,  and  indicated  that  you  had  informed  Mr.  Young 
or  Mr.  Krogh  to  see  that  this  thing  should  not  happen  again  but  you 
did  not  take  any  action  such  as  ordering  the  firing  of  these  people 
because  of  the  general  sensitive  issues  that  were  involved.  Do  you 
recall  that? 

Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  Well,  that  is  not  on  the  ground  of  illegality,  Mr. 
Dash.  I  do  not  think  yon  asked  me  at  that  time  whether — what  my 
legal  opinion  was,  for  whatever  it  is  worth.  "What  you  were  asking 
me  was  what  I  did.  and  that  is  what  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  if  it  was  legal  you  would  ordinarily  have  approved 
it,  would  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlichmax.  AVell.  no,  the  thing  that  troubled  me  about  it  was 
that  it  was  totallv  unanticipated. 

]Mr.  Dash.  Totally  what  ? 

Mr.  Ehrlicumax.  Unanticipated  by  me,  unauthorized  by  me. 

Mr.  Dash.  Who  was  it  authorized  by  ? 

Mr.  ETiRr,TCH>rAX.  Well,  I  am  under  the  impi-ession  that  it  was 
authorized  by  Mr.  Krogh.  I  say  under  the  impression,  that  has  been 
my  consistent  impression,  but  it  is  not  based  on  any  personal 
knowledge. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  ifr.  Ehrlichman,  did  you 
not  personally  approve  in  advance  a  covert  entry  into  the  Ellsberg 
psychiatrist's  office  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  access  to  the  psycho- 
analyst's repoi-ts? 

Mr, EuRLicH>tAX.  A  covert  entrt"? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ehrliciimax.  I  approved  a  covert  investigation.  Xow,  if  a 
covert  entry  means  a  breaking  and  entering,  the  answer  to  your  ques- 
tion  is,  '"No." 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  let  me  read  to  you  a  memorandum,  and  then  I  will 
have  it  shown  to  you — would  someone  bring  to  ^Ir.  Ehrlichnuin  and 
his  counsel  a  copy  of  a  memorandum  and  also  have  it  distributed  to 
members  of  tlic  committee?  Tlic  rnernoranduni  is  dated  August  11, 
1071,  aiul  it  is  a  memorandum  to  you  from  Bud  Ivrogii  and  David 
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Young,   "Subject:    Pentagon    Papers   Project — status   report   as   of 
August  11,  1971." 

I  think  the  iclevant  information  is  in  paragraph  2  rather  than  the 
progress  report  of  puragrapli  1.  Let  me  just  read  paragraph  2. 

We  have  received  the  CIA  preliminary  psychological  study  (copy  attached  at 
Tab  A)  which  I  must  say  I  am  disappointed  in  and  consider  very  superficial.  AVe 
will  meet  tomorrow  with  the  head  psychiatrist,  Mr.  Bernard  Malloy.  to  impress 
upon  him  the  dt-tuil  anil  depth  that  we  expect.  V»'e  will  also  make  availaljle  to 
him  here  some  of  the  other  information  we  have  received  from  the  FBI  on  EUd- 
berg. 

Now,  more  significant : 

In  this  connection  we  would  recommend  that  a  covert  operation  be  under- 
taken to  examine  all  the  medical  files  still  held  by  Ellsherg's  psychoanalyst  cov- 
ering the  2-year  period  in  which  he  was  undergoing  analysis. 

And  there  is  a  provision  here  for  approve,  disapprove.  There  is  an 
"E,"  which  I  take  it  you  would  recognize  as  your  "E,"  and  in  handwrit- 
ing which  I  would  ask  if  it  is  your  handwriting,  the  approval  and  the 
handwriting  is :  "If  done  under  your  assurance  that  it  is  not  traceable.'' 
_^^  Mr.  Ehrlichjiax.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  how  would  you  interpret  in  this  connection  your  as- 
sistance recommending  to  you  in  this  connection,  ""We  would  recom- 
mend that  a  covert  operation  be  undertaken  to  examine  all  medical  files 
still  held  by  Ellsberg's  psychoanalyst  covering  the  2-year  period  in 
which  he  was  undergoing  analysis,"  and  the'ir  recommendation  taking 
place  some  time  prior  to  the  entry  and  approved  by  yon  ? 

Mr.  EiiRLTCHStAX.  "Well,  no  interpretation  necessary,  ilr.  Dash.  This 
was  in  the  setting  of  a  previous  conversation  in  which  it  was  contem- 
plated that  these  two  men  would  go  to  the  coast  to  do  this  investiga- 
tion as  the  President's  statement  of  May  22  says. 

The  effort  here  was  to  find  out  evervthing  that  could  be  found  out 
about  the  people  and  the  circumstances  surrounding  Ellsberg  in  all 
respects. 

Now,  whether  a  psychiatric  profile,  as  such  helps  an  investigation 
or  ii^  that  situation,  is  something  tliat  tlie  experts  woidd  have  to  tell 
you.  It  is  something  that  I  certaiidy  cannot  second-guess  about.  But 
the  point  here  is  that  the  investigation  was  already  autliorized  and 
was  going  to  go  forward.  Now,  covert,  in  its  literal  meaning,  and  in 
its  everyday  meaning,  is  simply  that  it  is  a  covered  operation;  that 
is  to  say,  you  do  not  identify  yourself  as  being  an  investigator  from 
the  separate  conunittee  or 

INIr.  Dash.  Would  it  cover  this,  Mr.  Ehrlichnian,  so  at  least  we 
agree  on  terms 

Mr.  Ehri.ichmax.  Do  vou  want  to  hear  the  rest  of  it? 

Mr.  D.vsh.  I  am  sorrv.  I  didn't  want  to  interrujit  you. 

Mr.  EiiRLicH>tAX.  Thank  you. 

My  concern,  and  tlie  reason  that  T  certainly  acquiesced  in  the  use 
of  the  tern\  "cover"  here,  was  that  I  wa5  not  keen  on  the  concept  of 
the  "White  House  havina:  investigators  in  the  tield  and  known  to  be 
in  the  field,  and  I  just  don't  think  from  a  public  standpoint,  from  a 
public  relations  staiulpoinr.  from  a  public  policy  stan(li)oint.  that 
that  is  a  desirable  situation,  aiul  I  wa.s  not  anxious  to  have  anybody 
go  in  and  flasli  a  Wiiite  IIoum'  pass,  credentials,  and  .-^av  "I  am  from 
the  AVhitc  House  and  I  want  this  oi-  that  and  I  want  to  ask  (juestions." 
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THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

August  11,   1971 


MEMOHANDUM  FOR:    JOHN  D,    EHRLICHMAN 


■'ROM: 
SUDJECT: 


BUD  KnOG>KAND  DAVID  VOUNCy'V 

PEN1..^0N  PAPERS  PROJECT  -  STATUS 
REPORT  AS  OF  AUGUST  11.    1971     ' 


(1)  M'hcri:- tliinss  stand  in  the  Grand  Jury  investigations. 

Tlie  Los  An'zclcs  Grand  Jury  last  \vcck  subpoenaed  six  people.     Messrs, 
Burt  Vf'allricli,   Arnc  Cuilioilc,   Spencer  M^rN  and  Jockie  Barnct   all 
nppcarcd  and  looU  the  Fifth  Amendment.     Albert  Appleby  and  Jane  Yov.inan 
arc  presently  or.tside  of  California  on  vacation  and  will  be  subpoenaed 
when  llioy  can  be  served.     EUsberg's  old  telephone  records  wore  also 
subpoenaed  but  v/crc  not  available  since  the  records  v/erc  not  kept  back 
that  far.     His  DanUamcricard  records  have  also  been  subpoenaed  but  have 
not  yet  been  received. 

The  Boston  Grand  Jury  will  meet  next  week.     Justice  has  not  marie  _  linal 
decision  but  is  considering  subpoenaing  tha  following  individuals! 

Mrs.    Louis  Marx  (tnotlier  ol  Mrs.   Ellsbcrg) 

Samuel  Popldn  (Harvard) 

Richard  I'alk  (Princeton) 

Ralph  Stavins  (IPS) 

Richard  Darnct  (IPS) 

Marcus  Raskin 

K.    Dunn  Gifford  (A  friend  of  Sliecha.i  and  EUsbcrg  who  stayed 
at  Trcadway  Motor  House  March  20th,   when  Sheehan  was 
there.)  "^ 

Ricliard  Stcaditian 

It  seems  unlikely  that  Darnet,    Raskin  and  Gifford  will  be  called  because 
they  have  been  overheard. 

(2)  V/c  have   received  the  CIA  preliminary  psychological  study  (copy 
attached  at  Tab  A)  whicli  1  must  say  I  am  disappointed  in  and  consider 
.very  superficial.     We  will  meet  tomorrow  with  the  head  psychiatrist, 
Mr.    Bernard  Malloy,   to  impress  upon  him  the  detail  and  depth  that  we 
expect.     We  v/ill  also  inake  ovailable  to  liinn  here  some  of  the  other  information 
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wo  have  received  fiom  Uic  Fni  on  EU:;l>crc.\/ln  Ihis  connection 
Wi;  winilH  ret  iimmcn'l  tli;it  .1  covert  ope  ration  be  \mdertakcii  to  / 

cxniTiiiic  nil  tlir  medical  filca  ntill  licld  by  EUsbcrg'a  psyclio.inalysl    / 
covoring  Iho  lwo-yo>ir  period  in  wliich  I":  was  undergoing  onalysis.  ^ 

Approve i^j Disapprove  

(3)  V/c  have  received  a  letter  from  Director  Hoover  confii-miny  that 
ttic  ElUberg  ciisc  and  related  matters  will  bo  handled  on  a  "Bureau 
Spociat'basis. 

(4)  We  have  tasked  CIA  with  doing  a  leak  asscasmont  on  all  Icaka 
•  Ince  January,  1969,  along  tho  lines  of  tho  attached  momorandum 
*t  Tab  B. 


46)    We  are  continuin;;  to  press  the  FIJI  to  determine  whether  the 
report  of  a  foot  locker  containing  film  magazines  stored  for  Ellsbcrg 
with  Dekins  Van  and  Storage  Company  in  California  is  indeed  accurate, 
and  what  tlic  content  of  the  films  is.      The  foot  locker  was  apparently 
picked  up  by  a  friend  of  Ellsberp,    a  reporter  for  Dispatch  News  Service, 
David  Ohst,   who  indicated  that  the  contents  of  tho  foot  locker  wero 
needed  for  a  book  to  be  published  in  New  York. 

(7)    Attached  at  Tab  C  is  a  memorandum  from  Richard  Sniyser  on 
Impact  of  (a)    EUsbcrg  case,    (b)    an  expose  of  the  1963  coup,    and 
(c)  the  drug  situation  in  South  Vietnam,    on    (a)  South  Vietnamese 
election,    (b)  the  U.   S.    election,    and  (c)  on  peace  negotiations. 
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MEMORANDUM  FOR: 
FROM: 
SUBJECT : 


JOHN  D.  EHRLICHMAN 

BUD  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG 

PENTAGON  PAPERS  PROJECT  -  STATUS 
REPORT  AS  OF  AUGUST  11,  1971 


CI)   Where  things  stand  in  the  Grand  Jury  investigations. 

The  Los  Angeles  Grand  Jury  last  week  subpoenaed  six  people.  Messrs. 
Burt  Wallrich,  Arne  Guilfoile,  Spencer  Marx  and  Jackie  Bamet  all 
appeared  and  took  the  Fifth  Amendment.  Albert  Appleby  and  Jane  Youman 
are  presently  outside  of  California  on  vacation  and  will  be  subpoenaed 
when  they  can  be  served.  Ellsberg's  old  telephone  records  were  also 
subpoenaed  but  were  not  available  since  the  records  were  not  kept  back 
that  far.  His  Bankamericard  records  have  also  been  subpoenaed  but  have 
not  yet  been  received. 

The  Boston  Grand  Jury  will  meet  next  week.  Justice  has  not  made  a  final 
decision  but  is  considering  subpoenaing  the  following  individuals: 

Mrs.  Louis  Marx  (mother  of  Mrs.  Ellsberg) 

Samuel  Popkin  (Harvard) 

Richard  Falk  (Princeton) 

Ralph  Stavins  (IPS) 

Richard  Bamet  (IPS) 

Marcus  Raskin 

K.  Dunn  Gifford  (A  friend  of  Sheehan  and  Ellsberg  who  stayed 

at  Treadway  Motor  House  March  20th,  when  Sheehan  was 

there.) 
Richard  Steadman 

It  seems  unlikely  that  Bamet,  Raskin  and  Gifford  will  be  called  because 
they  have  been  overheard. 


[There  is  no  Item  2  in  the  original  memorandum] 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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(3)  We  have  received  a  letter  from  Director  Hoover  confirming  that 
the  Ellsberg  case  and  related  matters  will  be  handled  on  a  "Bureau 
Special"  basis. 

(4)  We  have  tasked  CIA  with  doing  a  leak  assessment  on  all  leaks 
since  January,  1969,  along  the  lines  of  the  attached  memorandum 
at  Tab  B. 


Approve Disapprove_ 


(6)  We  are  continuing  to  press  the  FBI  to  determine  whether  the 
report  of  a  foot  locker  containing  film  magazines  stored  for  Ellsberg 
with  Bekins  Van  and  Storage  Company  in  California  is  indeed  accurate, 
and  what  the  content  of  the  films  is.   The  foot  locker  was  apparently 
picked  up  by  a  friend  of  Ellsberg,  a  reporter  for  Dispatch  News  Service, 
David  Obst,  who  indicated  that  the  contents  of  the  foot  locker  were 
needed  for  a  book  to  be  published  in  New  York. 

(7)  Attached  at  Tab  C  is  a  memorandum  from  Richard  Smyser  on 
impact  of  (a)   Ellsberg  case,  (b)   an  expose  of  the  1963  coup,  and 
(c)  the  drug  situation  in  South  Vietnam,  on   (a)  South  Vietnamese 
election,  (b)  the  U.  S.  election,  and  (c)  on  peace  negotiations. 


-2- 
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I' '11 

m 


Aug>j3t  II,   1971 

Mi:\£OrL\NDUM  FOR:    JCHN  D.   EPIRilCHXL^i 

FROM:  BUD  ICRCGH  AND  DA^/ID  YOUTsG 

SUBJECT:  PENTAGON  PAPERS  PROJECT  -  STATUS 

REPORT  A3  07  AUGUST  TI,   \^1\ 

\  002933 

(1)    V7h?re  things  stajid  ij\  the  Grand  Jury  invaarigaticca, 

Taa  Log  An-^alaa  Grand  Jury  last  week  subpMnasd  sbc  pecjpl-.     M^aars, 
Burt  V/allrlcb,  Ama  Guilioila,   Spencer  Marrr  and  Jaclde  3a met   all 
appeared  and  took  the  Fifta  Am^ndmar/:,     Albert  Appleby  and  Jane  Yo^-rraa 
are  prssently  otrtaida  of  CalifcmLi  en  vncailon  and  v/iil  be  subpcer^ad 
v,'hen  they  can  be  ser'-'ed.     Elijberg'a  old  telspboGe  records  ^ere  alao 
subpoenaed  b'jt  ^sr?5  net  a-zailabla  sines  the  records  v/ere  not  kept  b>.ck 
that  far-     His  B?.ak3.nnericard  records  h.-nre  al.;o  been  snbpoecaed  but  hp.va- 
not  y?t  been  racaiTsd. 

The  Boaton  Grand  Jury  -viH  meet  ne:!rt  r/sek.     Ju3Jice  has  not  made  a  final 
deciaion  bnt  la  considering  subpoenaing  the  follcT^ing  IndiTidnala; 

Mra,   I.oui3  Mar.t  (rnciher  of  Mra.   Elljbarg) 
Sa.-nuel  Popkin  (Ila r'/-a rd ; 
RIcliard  Talk  {Princeion) 
PvTilph  Stavin3  [IPS) 
Richard  3a me*  (IPS) 
Marc:^3  Ra3!;in 

IC    Cnnn  Giliord  (A  iriand  of  Gbeehan  and  Elljberg  77ho  stay.-d 
Rt  Tiead-v?./  X[otor  Hnu.-.e  ivLTrch  2Cth,  v/hea  S'c\s^''in.:i^  v/nj 

C.  i  c  b  ?.  :-d  l-! :  ^  a  cj  m  j .-» 

.    _._,    ...:i,   .-?..-.-,,         ■  ;   .  .-I  rina  ^,;;;orc;  rr-ll  .^e  cnlleo  i^ecn'.i^te 

','.*■*"'•  riri",''.'^  b-;^.^n  ''•'/'•^  r'"^  ^  \  rc^ 
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^^B 


(3)  V/v";  have  racalved  a  lectsr  from  Director  Koover  con.iirrr;lri3  that 
th2  m  ,     021"  case  and  related  rr'^-fi-sra  v/ill  be  handled  on  a  ''Buraau 
jpeci.al  oaa id . 

(4)  V/e  hava  tasked  CL\  with  doing  a  leak  asa-aasmenfc  oa  all  leaks 
since  January,  19ov,  alon;^  tlie  lines  of  the  attached  rr!3morandvi:;n 
at  Tab  B. 


^'G233u 


Approve  Disapiarove 


(6)    VFs  are  continuing  to  pre33  the-  Jb  31  io  detsrmiae  ■whather' tha 
retjort  of  a  foot  ioclcer  coniaininq;  film  ma^azinea  stored  for  ^Illsber:' 
with  JBekiaa  Van  and  Storage  Cosmpany  ir:  California  ia  indeed  accurate, 
and  v/ha'«  tha  content  of  fns  films  is.     The  foot  locker  was  apoarsnily 
picked  up  by  a  friand  of  Sllaberg,    a  rsportsr  for  Dispatch  Nav/s  Service^, 
David  Ob3t,  who  indicated  tha;  the  conisnts  of  the  foot  lockar  vy.ere 
needed  for  a  book  to  be  published  in  IMew  York. 

(?)     .-ttachsd«at  Tab  C  la  a  meTTiorand-am  from  Richard  Smyser  on 
impact  of  (a)    Sllaberg  case,    (b)    an  expose  of  the  1963  coup,    and 
(c)  the  drug  aitruation  in  South  Vietnam,   on    (a)  South  Vietnamese 
election,    (b)   the  U.   3.    election,    and  (c)  en  -paz\Z3  neootiaticns. 


2  - 
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62.       By  memorandum  dated  August  11,  1971  Young  contacted  the  State 
Department  to  enable  Hunt  to  review  and  obtain  copies  of  State  Department 
cable  files  covering  Vietnam  during  1963.   At  an  earlier  date  shortly 
after  Hunt  was  employed  at  the  White  House,  Hunt  and  Colson  had  talked 
to  Colonel  Lucien  Conein,  a  retired  CIA  employee  formerly  stationed  in 
Vietnam  who  was  familiar  with  the  events  leading  up  to  the  overthrow  and 
death  of  South  Vietnamese  President  Diem  in  1963.   Hunt  has  testified 
that  on  the  basis  of  material  in  the  State  Department  files  and  apparent 
omissions  from  the  files  he  concluded  that  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Kennedy  Administration  had  been  implicitly  responsible  for  the 
assassination  of  Diem  and  his  brother.   Hunt  fabricated  cables  designed  to 
implicate  the  Kennedy  Administration  in  the  deaths.   Hunt  then  took  steps 
to  have  the  cables  publicized.   Hunt  has  testified  that  he  was  acting 
under  the  instructions  of  Colson.   Colson  has  denied  this.   The  copies 
of  the  State  Department  cables  and  the  forged  cables  were  taken  from 
Hunt's  !,„:=  in  June  1972  and  delivered  to  L.  Patrick  Gray,  who  later 
destroyed  them. 
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CONFIDENTIAL 


August  11,  1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:     WILLIAM  B.  MACOMBER,  JR., 

DEPUTY  UNDER  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 
FOR  ADMINISTRATION 

FROM:  EGIL  KROGH,  JR.  AND  DAVID  YOUNG 

SUBJECT:  PENTAGON  PAPERS  PROJECT 


In  view  of  the  interest  here  in  the  various  developments,  investigations, 
reviews,  etc.  in  the  aftermath  of  the  publication  of  the  Pentagon  Papers, 
it  is  requested  that  copies  of  the  following  described  items  be  provided 
to  us.   If  the  particular  item  is  not  immediately  available,  we  will  need 
a  status  report. 

(1)  A  list  of  all  State  personnel  who  participated  in  or  who  had 
knowledge  of  the  McNamara  Study. 

(2)  Transcripts  of  the  interviews  with  each  of  the  individuals  named 
in  the  list  under  Item  (1) .   (These  interviews  we  assume  are  being  con- 
ducted under  the  guidance  of  and  in  coordination  with  the  investigators 
working  under  Mr.  Mardian  at  Justice  and  Mr.  Buzhardt  at  Defense.  We 
also  assume  they  will  cover  all  available  information  on  Ellsberg's  in- 
terests and  contacts  within  the  State  Department.) 

(3)  A  copy  of  the  detailed  State  damage  assessment  as  a  result  of  the 
publication  of  the  McNamara  Study. 

(4)  A  report  identifying  all  files  in  the  Chau  case  and  copies  thereof. 
(These  should  include  two  or  three  memoranda  on  the  Chau  case  pre- 
pared by  Charles  Cooke  for  Elliot  Richardson.   In  addition,  all  papers 
made  available  to  and  reviewed  by  Ellsberg  should  so  indicate.) 

(5)  Copies  of  all  cables  between  the  State  Department  or  the  White 
House  and  the  American  Embassy  in  Saigon  for  the  period  April  through 
November,  1963. 
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We  have  been  informed  that  the  State  Department  at  present  has  no 
written  guidelines  or  rules  to  be  followed  by  employees  in  contacts 
with  the  press.   If  this  is  incorrect,  would  you  please  give  us  a  copy 
of  whatever  materials  are  available. 

It  is  our  understanding  that  the  Internal  Security  Division  of  the  Justice 
Department  is  also  interested  in  receiving  copies  of  the  above  listed 
items. 


bee:  John  D.  Ehrlichman 


O 
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'] 


CONFiaSNTL-\I. 
August  11,   1971 


MSMGRAMDUM  FOR:         WIL.LIAM  3.    IvL^.COMB ZR,    JR., 

DEPUTY  U?mSRSZCr::iTAR.Y  OF  STATE 
FOR  AD^il^;l3TR.^.TIC:^i 

FROM:  EGIL,  KP.CGH,    JR.  AND  DAVID  YOUNG 

SUBJECT:  PENTAGON  PAPERS  ?~.OJECT 

'        -  .  .  002587 

In  vis"^  of  tHa  Intar^st  iisre  In  th^a  varicrcs  deve''ic^:;n-Ler!t3,  Investigations, 
revie??3,   etc,^  zii-a  afierr!:;:iih  of  the  pnblic^jtic::^  id  ihe  Pantsio-ois  Pap-s-rSp 
it  Is  T«qu«5dt«<3  thai  ccpiaa  of  the  following  de-scribsd  iteras  be-  pro-/lded 
to  U3.     If  tha  particmlar  item  i3  not  imxr;cdiai»ly  avail^.l^Ia;,  ^73  vrill  need 
a  status  report. 

(1)  A.  list  of  all  Stats  pisr3orm«l  -^h.o  pai'ticip-jcsd  ir;  or  who  Iia3 
kno^wlsGga  of  tha  McNaxnara  Study. 

(2)  Tranacripia  of  tha  iiriervierva  ■with  each  cf  tno  irvdiviG-LL^ls  aam«d 
in  the  list  under  Item  (1).      (Thsse  intar^z-le-wo  ^ve  assujne  ars  "being  ccn- 
ductad  imdar  fhis  guidance  c£  and  in  coordinritior;  "ivic}!  tta  inveacig^tors 
•working  undar  Mr.    Mardinn  at  Justice  and  Mr.    Bushardt  at  Defense,     Vfs 
also  assume  tiiay  v^ill  cover  all  a-'/3ilabla  inicrrr.J3.ti on  en  Ellsc-srg's  in«^ 
terests  and  contacts  -vyitbin  the  Stata  Department, ) 

(3)  A  copy  of  tha  datailad  Stats  damaigG  aasessrtient  as  a  result  of  the 
publication  of  the  McNannara  Study. 

(4)  A   report  id=;ntLfying  all  files  in  tha  Chau  case  and  copies  thereof, 
(These  should  include  t^o  or  three  memoranda,  on  the  Chau  case  pre- 
pared by  Charles  Cooke  for  Elliot  Richardson.     In  addition,   all  papers 
made  available  to  and  reviewed  by  EH3berj  should  so  indicate.) 


(■5)     Copies  of  all  cables  between  the  State  Department  or  the  V/hite 
House  and  the  American  Embassy  in  Saigon  for  the  period  April  through 
Novsn^.ber,    19o3. 
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V;'e  havi  been  informed  thai  rha  Stac-a  D>pa^rriani  a.  preaeiit  h::.3  no 
vyritten  guidalinea  or  rtilas  to  be  follcrsw-d  by  ermploy-^a  in  contacG 
>vi:b  tbiB  pre33,     1.1  this  is  Lacorreci,   would  ycru  please  givr;  xis  a  copy 
of  v/£i3cev3r  materials  are  a'/aiiabie. 

It  is  cur  under standirig  that  tbs  Iixiamal  S-acurity  Division  of  tba  Ju3ti: 
DeT3-irtirient  is  also  intaresked  in  recei'/ing  copies  of  tlist  abovt  listed 


bcc:     Johxk  D.    Ehrlichman 


OOSoSd 
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Exhibit  No.  149 


EYES 
ONLY 


Conversation  with  Lucien  Conein,  July  9, 1971 

H.     Hello,  there. 

C.     Hi,  who's  this? 

H.     The  reason  I'm  not  identifying  myself  is  because  although  the  phone  at  this 

end  is  secure,  I  don't  know  about  yours.  We  had  a  little  drinking  yesterday. 
C.     Oh,  fine. 

H.     I  hope  you  got  more  dinner  than  I  did. 
C.     Oh,  I  got  a  beautiful  dinner.  Why,  didn't  you  get  any  ? 
H.     Well,  no,  I  got  out  of  here  kind  of  late  and  by  then  .  .  . 
C.     Well,  you  didn't  get  out  any  later  than  8 :30? 
H.     It  was  between  the  cocktail  hour  and  the  general  evening  activities  down  in 

Georgetown,  and  I  ended  up  with  a  ham  sandwich  and  a  scowl  from  my  wife. 
C.     Oh,  and  she  blamed  it  all  on  me,  I  suppose. 
H.     Well,  hardly,  she  blamed  it  all  on  good  times  and  the  fact  that  that  we  used 

to  go  jumping  together.  No,  I  was  seriously  concerned  about  the  hour  because 

I  felt  I  kept  you  overtime  and  I  know  that  you  had  guests  waiting  and  aU 

that.  Well,  listen,  I've  been  going  over  some  of  my  notes.  Can  I  take  about  5 

minutes  of  your  time? 
C.     Sure,  go  ahead. 
H.     And  I  have  a  colleague  of  mine  here  whose  name  is  Fred  Charles.  He's  on 

the  other  line,  he's  in  security,  and  we're  interested  in  a  couple  of  things. 

And  let  me  just .  . .  say  hello,  Fred. 
FC.     Hi,  how  are  you?  Sorry  I  wasn't  with  you  yesterday. 
C.     W^ell,  I'll  tell  you  what,  I  didn't  know  that  our  dear  President  served  Cutty 

Sark. 
H.     Well,  these  things  happen,  you  know  and  it's  all  for  the  best.  Well,  look, 

during   the  period   we   were   discussing  yesterday,   did   you  come  back   to 

Washington  at  all  in  that  period. 
C.     I  didn't  take  home  leave.  I  came  back  for  a  conference  around  the  9th  or 

10th  of  January  of  1964  at  which  time  I  met  with  different  officials  of  the 

United  States  Government  including  Governor  Harriman,  Forrestal,  Hils- 

man,  Kattenberg,  Krulak,  some  people  over  in  the  Department  of  Defense 

and  .  .  . 
H.     MacBundy? 
C.     MeGeorge  Bundy,  yes,  and  I  had  quite  a  session  with  McGeorge  Bunday  [sic] 

which  lasted  about  2  or  3  hours. 
H.     Oh,  really,  that  must  have  been  pretty  interesting. 
C.     Tes,  it  was.  I  found  him  a  very  interesting  guy  to  talk  to.  Ton  know,  we 

were  talking  about  the  thing  and  .... 
H.     Oh,  sure,  he's  a  helluva  bright  guy.  A  lot  brighter  than  Bill,  I  think  we 

agreed. 
C.     Oh,   there's  no  comparison  between  the  two.  And  then  I  left  around  the 

25th  and  arrived  in  Saigon  the  day  after  Nuyen  Can  [sic]  had  pulled  his  coup. 
H.     tJh,  huh. 
C.     And  I  did  not  return  to  the  U.S.  until  I  was  relieved  by  Ambassador  Taylor 

on  September  the  12th  of  1964. 
H.     You've  got  a  helluva  memory,  man,  you  know  that? 
C.     Yeah,  because  every  time  that  I  can  remember  things  there  was  a  coup 

on,  an  attempt,  on  the  13th  of  that  month. 
H.     It  has   nothing   to   do   with   astrological   signs  and   concatenations.   Well, 

when  you  were  back  for  that  long  session,  you  posed  an  interesting  thought 

yesterday  on  something  that  sounded  entirely  logical  to  me.  I'd  never  heard 

it  esixin>pd  before,  and  it  had  to  do  with  your  thoughts  that  the  Catholi- 
cism of  the  then  President  was  a  factor. 
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C.  Yes,  well  this  was  a  thing  that  I  just  myself  thought  that  was  the  factor 
which  was  why  they  were  so  pressured,  should  I  say.  There  was  so  much 
interest  voiced  in  keeping  track  of  what  was  going  on  among  the  different 
coup  groups.  And  it  was  ol)vious  tliat  if  tliere  wasn't  a  change  made,  nobody 
ever  told  me  this,  this  is  my  .... 

H.  You  never  heard  any  echoes  of  this  from  anybody  like  Bundy  or  any- 
body .  .  .? 

C.  Xo,  I  never  heard  any  echoes  of  that  from  Governor  Harriman  or  from  .  .  . 
and  I  also  saw  Sullivan  and  I  saw  Leonard  Unger.  I  talked  to  a  lot  of 
people. 

H.  Well,  you  also  mentioned  this  curious  figure  Vann,  and  I  noticed  from  my 
notes  I've  got  this  involvement  with  this  girl  Germaine.  There  are  two 
restaurant  owners,  two  Corsican  restaurant  owners  involved.  Right?  One 
is  named  Xicolai  and  the  other  .... 

C.  The  owner.  His  manager  is  the  lover  of  the  Germaine  girl  who  was  tied 
up  wirh  Ellsberg,  and  this  is  how  .Tolin  Paul  Vann  got  into  all  this  becau.se 
Dan  Ellsberg  and  .Tohn  Paul  Vann  were  great  buddies,  you  know,  in  the 
beginning,  and  they  were  all  during  the  time  we  were  out  there. 

H.  Well,  how  the  hell  could  a  man  like  Vann  who'd  quit  the  Army  as  a  matter 
of  principle,  how  could  he  be  hired  back  on  by  USAID  for  a  sensitive  position. 

C.     Oh,  this  I  don't  know.  This,  my  friend  .... 

H.     Doesn't  that  astonish  yon? 

C.  Oh,  yeah,  especially  in  a  high  position  that  he  went  into.  I  can  understand 
a  guy  like  Bill  Colby  who's  a  professional  man  in  his  own  right  to  be 
put  into  a  high  position.  You  see,  at  the  time  David  Halberstam  wrote  a 
terrific  article  on  .Tohn  Paul  Vann  when  he  quit  the  Array,  you  know,  he 
was  telling  everybody  they  didn't  know  how  to  fight  the  war,  that  sort  of 
thing.  But,  I  mean  it's  public  knowledge  of  what  he  did,  and  then  all  of  a 
sudden  he  appears  as  a  very  important  civilian. 

H.     That  wouldn't  have  happened  under  this  Administration,  though. 

C.     No,  sir. 

H.     That  would  have  been  in  the  .Tohnson  era? 

C.     That's  right,  sir. 

H.  I'll  be  darned.  Well,  I'm  getting  very  curious  about  that  guy  and  what  his 
connections  with  Bll.^berg  would  have  been.  I  mean  other  than  that  the.v,  I 
gather,  kind  of  did  the  town  together  and  .  .  . 

C.  ...  and  so  forth.  But  they  have  known  each  other,  or  luid  known  each 
other  before.  Vann  was  becoming  a  controversial  figure  l)ecaHse  Vann  was 
an  advi5«>r  to  one  of  the  military  units  over  there  and  made  a  great  big 
splash,  you  know,  on  criticizing  the  Vietname.se  Army,  and  became  quite  a 
controversial  figure  in  the  military  circles.  And  he  quit  the  military. 

n.     He  was  a  military  c-areer  man.  more  or  less? 

C.  Yeah,  then  he  quit  the  military  and  then  he  was  hired,  sent  out  and  be 
became,  when  CORDS,  now  this  was  under  Rot>er  Komer.  he  came  out  as  the 
original  CORDS.  At  first  they  called  it  OKTjR.  that  was  in  1960.  I  believe. 
late  6."i  or  early  06.  That's  when  it  was,  late  66.  October  or  November  of  3S>66, 
tliat  .Tohn  Paul  Vann  was  assigned  to  the  Third  Corps  or  the  Third  Region 
which  is  baseil  in  Bienhna,  and  it  was  during,  prior  to  this  moment,  before  he 
was  assigned,  that  he  and  Rllsl>erg  became,  you  know,  they  knew  each  otiier 
and  became  very  close  friends.  Then  after  this  they  .<=till  kept  uo  their 
friendship,  and  of  cour.*e  it  conlinued  until  the  days  of  IftfiS  that  Ell-'4)erg 
left,  and  now.  .Tolin  Paul  Vann  transferred  about  a  jear  ago.  year  and  a 
half,  he  transferred  from  the  Third  Corps  to  the  Fourth  Corps  and  lie  has 
just  recently  transferred  from  head  civilian  coordinator  from  the  Fourth 
Corps  and  he  is  now  with  the  infamous  General  Nho  Dzu,  the  one  that  was 
in  the  newspapers  for  participating  in  drug  traffic  .  .  . 

H.  You  gave  me  his  name  yesterday,  but  I  didn't  realize  he  was  the  one  involved 
in  drug  traffic. 

C.  Y'eah,  he  was  denounced  in  Congress  and  in  something  that  went  on  with 
.\ttorney  General  Mitchell  yesterday. 

FC.  Do  you  think  that  Ellsberg  or  Vann  had  any  connections  with  the  drug 
tra  flicking? 

C.  No.  I  wouldn't  swe:ir  to  it.  but  I  would  be  p<isitive  that,  one  of  the  things  I 
will  say  about  .Tohn  Paul  Vann.  is  that  he  i.s.  you  might  call  him  like  the 
rest  of  us  on  morals — we  slip  there  once  in  awhile,  we  might  have  a  few  too 


(1036) 


62.2     TRANSCRIPT  OF  TELEPHONE  CONVERSATION  AMONG  LUCIEN  CONEIN, 
E.    HOWARD  HUNT,   AND  CHARLES  COLSON,    JULY  9,    1971,   SSC 
EXHIBIT  NO.    149,    9  SSC  3881-85 

3883 

many  to  drink  or  pinch  some  babe's  fanny — ^but  no  sir,  I  wouldn't  every  [sic] 
say  that  he  was  tliat.  He's  not  that  kind  of  guy. 

H.  It's  interesting  to  me  l)ecause  Ellsberg  and  Vann  were  involved  with  the 
Corsican,  Xicolai,  he  used  opium  or  smuggled  it  from  Camliodia,  so  there  are 
two  connections  .... 

C.     He  (Xicolai)  was  an  opium  addict,  too,  in  addition  to  that. 

H.     How  about  Gerraaine,  was  she  by  any  chance  an  opium  addict? 

C.     This  I  don't  know.  I  never  knew  Germaine  that  way. 

fi.     I'm  surprised  you  didn't. 

C.     Xow,  my  friend,  World  War  II  is  over  with,  I  was  2.5  or  26  years  old  then! 

H.     I  don't  know  about  that.  We're  just  mere  boys  as  far  as  I'm  concerned. 

C.  Oh,  yeah,  sometimes  I  think  I'm  a  mere  boy  and  then  I  wake  up  the  next 
morning  I  realize  that  the  ages  are  catching  up  on  me. 

H.  Well,  you  don't  want  to  be  discouraged  because  I  think  there  are  big  times 
ahead  for  everybody.  I  have  another  question,  now.  When  you  were  back 
here — and  also  in  your  very  intimate  dealings  with  I/xlge — did  you  have 
any  occasion  to  see  any  of  the  cables  that  passed  between  them  ? 

C.  Xo,  the  only  cables  that  I  would  ever  see  would  be  the  ones  that  would  be 
passing  between  Mr.  Bundy,  you  know,  and  which  pertained  to  my  instruc- 
tions. Sometimes — at  one  time,  I  remember  one  very  important  cable  that 
came  out,  gave  me  an  operation  course  by  numbers,  by  cable,  you  know,  how 
I  should  conduct  myself,  counter-surveillance,  and  you  know,  one  of  those 
things.  But  what  the  Ambasisador  wrote,  or  what  was  written  l)ack  to  him, 
except  as  it  pertained  to  rae,  as  it  pertained  to  my  instructions  from  the 
Ambassador,  he  would  sometimes  read  it  off  to  me  and  sometimes  he  would 
say,  hey  read  this.  But,  he  never  handed  me  a  cable  to  take  anyplace,  so 
despite  what  it  says  in  the  newspajiers,  just  never  happened. 

FC.     These  were  coming  from  Harriman? 

C.     Well,  some  of  it  was  coming  from  McGeorge  Bundy,  at  one  time. 

H.     Tlirough  a  State  channel  or  through  yours  (CIA)  ? 

C.  Well,  most  of  the  traflSc  that  was  coming  through  State,  came  through 
State,  was  from  .  . . 

H.     McBundy  traffic  came  through  State. 

C.  But  there  was  some  traffic  that  would  come  to  Lodge  that  would  come  through 
our  channels.  Xow  when  it  came  through  our  channels  it  was  actually  on 
account  of  the  sensitive  thing  of  it.  It  was  very  limited  distributiorL  I  mean 
it  was  the  ambassador,  and  the  deputy  . . . 

H.     T'sing  the  special  (CIA)  channels? 

C.  Yeah,  using  that  special  channel.  That  was  very  limited  and  I'm  sure,  well 
I  know  I've  seen  some  of  the  cables,  but  I  was  never  in  a  jKtsition,  you  know, 
where  I  had  complete  access  to  all. . .  . 

H.     Well,  you  wouldn't  have  needed  it  actually  for  your  function. 

C.     No,  the  only  thing  I  was  told  was  what  pertained  to  me. 

FC.     Well,  that  would  relate  to  the  time  the  coup  took  place,  the  Diem  coup? 

C.  Right.  Prior  to  it.  this  is  what  happened.  There  was  a  lot  of  traffic,  most  of 
the  traffic  that  was  going  on  since  the  8th  of  Alay  1903,  July  of  1963,  and 
also  early  August  of  1963,  now  a  lot  of  that  traffic  was  put  together  through 
the  CAS  channels.  And  this  was  sent  through  CAS  and  I  don't  know  how  it 
was  distributed,  that  never  entered  .  .  .  The  only  function  I  ever  had  to  do 
with  traffic,  would  be  that  part  that  I  would  add,  you  know,  because  there 
would  be  weekly  Sitrep  and  I  would  have  a  part  to  add  into  that.  The  other 
thing  that  I  would  participate  in  would  be  when  we  had  to  get  an  overall 
view  of  political,  economic,  and  military  sftuations  in  a  wrap-up,  and  I 
would  have  parts  of  it  to  contribute  into  that.  The  other  cable  traffic  .  .  . 

II.     AVell,  you  know  how  it's  handled. 

C.     Oh,  sure,  you  don't  see  anything  unless  it's  your  business. 

H.     That's  right,  yeah. 

H.  Except  that  you  had  this  unusual  relationship  with  Lodge  where  he'd  be 
showing  you  cables  and  chatting  back  and  forth. 

C.  We  started  chatting  quite  a  lot  in  the  latter  part  of  August  after  he  arrived. 
I  met  hira  the  day  after  he  arrived  and  then  it  dropped  off  in  September,  and 
then  toward  the  latter  part  of  September  1963,.  things  started  getting  hot 
again,  and  then  right — and  I  can't  remember  the  date.s — but  I'd  say  al>out 
the  first  ten  days  of  Octo}>er,  was  when  we  started  recei\ing  some  Tery  heavy 
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instructions  to  the  Amnassador  which  was  relayed  to  me  to  carry  out  in  the 

Arabassarlor's  name. 
II.     This  was  conveyed  to  you  verbally? 
C.     Sometimes  it  was  and  sometimes  he'd  .show  me  a  paragraph,  sometimes  he'd 

hand  me  the  cable,  you  know,  it  all  depended.  For  example,  when  the  cables 

came  in  by  tlie  numbers  on  how  I  should  conduct  myself,  he  handed  me  the 

whole  thing  because  it  was  all  about  it.  But  if  it  was  a  paragraph,  he'd  fold 

it  and  lie'd  show  me  just  tliat  paragraph. 
FC.     Do  you  know  wlio  the  instructions  came  from? 
C.     I  don't  linow  who  they  came  from. 

H.     Well,  wouldn't  they  normally  have  originated  up  in  Harriman's  office? 
C.     They   would  usually  originate  from  Harriman's  office,  I  know  that.  Some 

came  in  from  Hilsman,  that  I  do  know. 
H.     How  could  you  differentiate  those? 

C.     Well,  the  way  to  differentiate  was  because  at  one  time  we  had  a  big  contro- 
versy that  happened  on  a  weekend.  There  was  one  set  of  orders  that  came 

out  through  Hilsman  and  another  contrary  set  came  out  through  DOD  cban- 

nels,  and  this  clashed.  You  see.  And  if  I  remember  properly  the  reason,  then 

I  was  taken  to  MACV  at  7  :00  one  morning  to  see  the  cable  that  came  in  from 

Maxwell  Taylor  who  at  this  time  was  Military  Advisor  which  gave  contrary 

instructions. 
H.     Which  were  presumably  Bobby  Kennedy's  instructions. 
C.    And  they  were  contrary  to  those.  And  that  day  I  was  supposed  to  meet 

Big  Minh. 
H.     And  this  was  having  to  do  with  the  coup  itself? 
C.     Yes,  sir.  And  this  created  quite  a  flap. 
H.     So  that  Max  Taylor  was  saying  one  thing,  and  State  was  saying  something 

else?  And  you  characterized  Max  Taylor  as  being  Bobby's  spokesman  .  .  .? 
C.     This  is  what  I  assumed,  because  of  their  relationship  and  also  that  it  sort 

of  had  more  caution  in  it,  you  know. 
H.     Max  was  in  an  uncomfortable  position  then  anyway.  He  was  going  against 

his  own  military  classmates,  his  Korea  pals,  like  Harkins.  (.skipped  or  missed 

part  of  the  conversation.) 
FC.     Are  the  media  still  harassing  you? 
C.     Oh,  Yes. 

FC.     Are  they  bothering  you  a  little  still? 
C.     Well,  yes. 

H.     Since  you  and  I  talked  yesterday? 
C.     Oh,  yeah.  Well,  I've  had  two  calls,  I've  had  a  call  from  the  New  York  Times 

and  also  a  call  from  Neicsioeek. 
FC.     I'll  be  damned. 
C.    They're  going  to  publish  a  story  on  Lansdale  and  me  in  Neicsioeek,  and  the 

New  York  Timen  wants  to  do  a  magazine  section  on  who  is  this  guy  Conein 

anyhow  . .  .  this  kind  of  thing. 
H.     Well,  where  are  they  going  to  dredge  up  the  materiil? 
C.     I  don't  know. 
H.     You're  pretty  famous,  you  know.  Guys  like  to  learn  all  about  you.  But  David 

Halberstam  is  still  around  the  Eastern  Seaboard,  he  could  have  an  input 

couldn't  he?  Well,  you  can  bet  it's  not  going  to  be  a  very  flattering  piece, 

Lou. 
C.     I'm  betting  on  a  lot  of  things.  Well,  T  don't  know  about  what  Nctrsioeck  is 

printing.  I  think  they're  printing  up  the  '54-'.56  period. 
H.     You  planted  a  tliought  with  me  yesterday  that  I've  been  turning  over  in  my 

mind.  Let  me  ask  you  this  :  You  and  I  are  both  retired,  but  you  have  a  double 

retirement,  right?  Supposing  you  were  to  go  on,  let's  say  a  comniltant  -status, 

how  would  that  effect  your  retirement  benefits? 
C.     I  don't  know,  I  don't  know,  I  really  don't  know.  The  thing  is,  the  problem 

that  I  stated  yesterday  is  not  a  question  of  things,  it's  a  question  of  having 

the  proper  objectives. 
H.     Oh.  sure.  sure,  sure,  I  understand  that.  But  you  know,  you  said  you  were 

looking  around  for  something  to  do  in  the  next  6  months  or  so  until  things 

cleared  up.  Well  .  .  . 
C.     That's  for  the  .  .  .  like  I  said  I'm  seeing  Larry  Houston  the  first  of  next  week. 

and  that's  one  of  the  things  I'm  going  to  bring  up  to  him. 
H.     Well,  that's  a  good  idea.  I.nrry  is  a  very,  very  square  and  decent  guy,  you 

know.  I  don't  know  how  much  you've  dealt  with  him.  I've  dealt.  .  .  . 
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C.     I  have  never  dealt  with  him. 

H.  Well,  even  before  I  met  you,  he  and  I  had  offices  across  the  corridor  from 
each  other  m  General  Donovan's  old  office.  So  that  goes  back  nuite  a  lone 
time.  " 

C.     It  sure  does. 

H.  Lou  I'm  very  much  obliged  to  you,  T  don't  have  anything  else  to  put  in 
and  I  thank  you  so  much  for  the  clarification 

C.     O.K. 

H.     And   if  anything  comes  up,   if  you  have  any  harassment,   trouble    thines 

trouble  you,  please  give  me  a  call. 
C.     O.K.  Will  do. 

H.     All  right,  fine.  Thank  you  so  much.  - 
C.     'Bye. 
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MEMORANDUM   FOR 

ATTENTION 

SUBJECT 


Inspector   General 

Mr .  T' 

General  Cushman's  Call 
Re  Howard  Hunt 


1.  This  is  in  confirmation  with  our  conversa- 
tion this  date  regarding  a  telephone  call  I  received 
from  General  Cushraan  regarding  the  appointmejit  of  Mr. 
Howard  Hunt  as  a  Security  Consultant  to  the  White 
House. 

2.  I  recall  the  fact  of  this  conversation 
very  clearly  and  have  mentioned  this  on  numerous 
occasions  over  the  past  two  years  to  a  variety  of 
people  in  connection  with  the  "V/atergate  affair"  and 
Mr.  Hunt's  involvement  in  it.   I  have  never  been  able 
to  recall  the  date  of  this  conversation  until  talking 
to  you  and  learning  from  a  transcript  of  Miss   ^ 

notes  that  it  occurred  on  7  July  1971. 


me  on  the  t 
my  reaction 
Mr.  Hunt  ha 
to  the  Whit 
nothing  of 
state  that 
name  in  thi 
next,  I  inf 
Director  fo 
concerning 
me  that  he 
General  Cus 


I  do  recall  that  General  Cushman  called 
elephone  with  this  information  and  that 
to  the  news  v;as  one  of  wonderment  that 
d  been  appointed  a  Security  Consultant 
e  House  since,  to  my  knowledge,  he  kne\\f 
security.   I  believe  but  could  not  definitely 
General  Cushman  mentioned  Mr.  Ehrlichman's 
s  conversation.   On  that  same  day  or  the 
ormed  Mr.      S  ,    then  the  Deputy 

r  Support,  of  this  fact  and  my  views 
the  appointment  and  he,  in  turn,  informed 
knew  this- -that  it  had  been  announced  by 
hman  at  a  morning  meeting. 


02017ii 


MdTE: — 'AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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I  4.   A  few  days  later,  Mr.  Hunt  called  me  on 
Ithe  telephone  and  asked  for  the  telephone  number  and 

address  of  Mr.  Lucien  Conein,  a  former  Agency  employee 

II  cave  him  the  information  he  requested  and  he  never 
me  at  any  time  for  any  purpose  after  that. 


Director  of  Security 
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Jlr.  Dash.  I  didn't  hear  your  answer. 

Mr.  Hunt.  There  were  overt  materials. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  do  you  mean  by  overt  materials? 

Mr.  Hunt.  ^Materials  published  in  the  press.  To  be  more  responsive, 
Mr.  Dash,  I  have  a  feeling  I  have  left  something  hanging  here  which 
I  don't  want  to  do. 

The  same  unit,  the  special  investigations  unit  that  was  receiving  in- 
formation on  a  frequent  basis  from  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investiga- 
tion, was  also  receiving  reports  from  other  Government  agencies  such 
as  the  Department  of  Defense,  the  Department  of  State,  National 
Security  Agency,  the  Immigration  and  Naturali^^ation  Sen'ice,  and  so 
on.  So  that  as  part  of  my  reply  to  your  question,  I  would  include  those 
overnment  agencies  as  sources  of  information  on  Dr.  Ellsberg. 

Mr.  Dash.  Now,  do  you  recall  Mr.  Colson  asking  you  to  interview 
Col.  Lucien  Conein? 

Mr.  Httxt.  I  do. 

ilr.  Dash.  Who  is  Lucien  Conein,  or  who  was  he  at  the  time  you 
interviewed  him? 

3Ir.  HtJXT.  At  the  time  I  interviewed  Colonel  Conein,  he  had  just 
returned  from  the  Army,  I  believe,  and  was  in  the  process  of  retiring 
from  the  CIA,  or  had  retired  therefrom.  He  and  I  had  trained  together 
in  the  Office  of  Strategic  Services  for  service  in  the  Far  East.  In  fact, 
we  had  shipped  out  to  China  together  and  worked  in  China  together 
during  World  War  II.  I  had  seen  him  infrequently  during  the  inter- 
vening years,  but  we  had  maintained  a  friendly  relationship. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  recall  when  the  initial  interview  with  Colonel 
Conein  took  place? 


^^^ove 
I     CoL 


Mr^UNT.  It  was  on  or  about  July  8, 1971. 

mTsa  "    ■ 


Iachs.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Dash,  could  we  confer  for  just  a  moment? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

Mr.  Sachs,  ilr.  Chairman,  is  it  possible  that  the  photographers  who 
are  right  here,  just  a  few  feet  from  us  and  clicking  their  cameras,  could 
be  asked  to  remove  themselves  to  some  more  distant  place  so  that 
there  would  be  less  distraction  to  Mr.  Hunt  ?  There  are,  as  you  can  see, 
Your  Honor,  maybe  a  dozen  people  here  who  are  doing  their  jobs, 
undoubtedly,  but  it  is  a  little  distracting. 

Senator  ER^^^'.  Mr.  Hunt,  do  they  distract  you  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  They  do,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Ek^in.  I  will  have  to  ask  the  photographers  to  sort  of  get 
over  to  the  side  somewhere  where  they  won't  distract  Mr.  Hunt. 
[Laughter.] 

As  far  as  this  committee  is  concerned,  we  have  to  receive  Mr.  Hunt's 
testimony. 

Mr.  HuxT.  Thank  j-ou,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I  apologize  to  the  pho- 
tographers in\-xDlved. 

Mr.  Dash.  All  right  now.  Mr.  Hunt,  are  you  ready  to  proceed? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

ylr.  Dash.  Will  you  just  briefly  describe  what  occurred.  Did  you 
initially  interview  Colonel  Conein? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

ilr.  Dash.  Did  you  follow  that  interview  b}-  a  teleplione  coin'ersa- 
tion  witli  Colonel  Conein  ? 
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Mr.  Htint.  On  the  following  day. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  were  the  circumstances  that  led  you  to  make  a  tele- 
phone call  after  the  interview  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  During  my  initial  interview  with  Colonel  Conein  on 
July  8,  it  developed  that  a  portion  of  the  tape  recording  of  that  con- 
vei-sation  was  inaudible.  Accordingly  Mr.  Colson  suggested  that  I  tele- 
phone him  and  attempt  to  reconstruct  the  inaudible  poition  of  the 
telephone — of  the  recorded  conversation  of  the  prior  day. 

Mr.  Colson,  at  the  same  time,  was  on  another  extension,  introduced 
himself  to  Colonel  Conein  as  "Fred  Charles"  and  took  a  minor  part  in 
the  conversation  that  ensued  between  Colonel  Conein  and  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  have  any  explanation  as  to  why  Mr. 

Mr.  HtnsT.  Excuse  me. 

Mr.  Sachs.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sorry. 

Senator  Ervin.  I  am  going  to  have  to  ask  the  photographei-s  to  get 
somewhere  where  Mr.  Hunt  cannot  see  them. 

I  am  going  to  have  to  ask  them  to  desist,  I  hate  to  do  that  but  I  want 
the  witness  not  to  have  his  attention  distracted. 

Mr.  Dash.  Can  you  explain  to  the  committee,  Mr.  Hunt,  why  Mr. 
Colson  wanted  to  be  a  part  of  that  conversation  and  why  he  chose  the 
pseudonym  "Fred  Charles." 

Mr.  Hunt.  "Well,  you  have  asked  me  two  questions,  Mr.  Dash. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  want  you  to  answer  the  first  one,  why  did  he  want  to  be 
a  part  of  that  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  He  wanted  to  be  a  part  of  the  conversation  so  that  he 
could  interpose  himself  to  ask  a  specific  question,  whatever  specific 
questions  might  occur  to  him  as  relevant  to  the  subject  of  our  conversa- 
tion and  our  prior  interview,  and  in  efi'ect  to  hear  for  himself  at  first- 
hand Colonel  Conein's  reply. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  did  he  use  the  name  Fred  Charles? 

Mr.  Hunt.  To  avoid  being  connected  in  Colonel  Conein's  mind  with 
the  White  House. 

Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  know  what  the  purpose  of  Mr.  Colson 's  asking 
you  to  interview  Colonel  Conein  was  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  explain  that  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  would  have  to  go  back  a  number  of  years  and  make  it 
a  matter  of  record  tliat  Colonel  Coneiii  had  worked  for  the  CIA  in 
Vietnam,  I  would  sa}'  almost  uninterruptedly  since  1954.  Colonel 
Conein  had  a  high  degree  of  intimacy  with  some  senior  officials  of  the 
several  governments  that  had  held  power  in  South  Vietnam.  He  was 
also  a  military  officer,  he  spoke  French,  he  spoke  Vietnamese  to  some 
extent,  he  was  intimately  familiar,  too,  and  I  believe  this  gets  to  the 
crux  of  your  question,  with  the  events  leading  up  to  the  coup  that 
resulted  ultimately  in  the  deaths  of  Premier'Diem  and  also  brother-in- 
law. 

Mr.  Dash.  Was  the  interview  supposed  to  be  directed  toward  that 
ccup  and  the  underlying  causes  of  that  coup? 

ilr.  Hunt.  It  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  Which  led  to  the  assassination  of  Premier  Diem. 

Mr.  Hunt.  It  was. 
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Mr.  Dash.  Do  you  have,  ISW.  Hunt,  a  copy,  a  transcript  of  that  tele- 
phone conversation,  I  think  whicli  the  committee  has  provided  you 
during  the  executive  session? 

Jlr.  Hunt.  I  do. 

ilr.  D.^SH.  Now,  would  it  be  also  fair  to  say  that  one  of  the  purposes 
of  the  conversation  was  to  get  information  from  Colonel  Conein  which 
might  be  derogatory  against  Dr.  Ellsberg? 

Mr.  HuxT.  One  of  the  purposes ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Would  you  turn  to  page  4.  Do  you  see  that  in  the  third 
paragraph  from  the  top  of  page  4  referring  to  H,  which  I  take  it  to  be 
yours,  ]Mr.  Hunt,  you  say,  after  a  reference  to  a  Mr.  Vann,  that  I  am 
getting  very  curious  about  that  guy  and  what  his  connections  with 
Ellsberg  would  have  been,  and  then  at  the  bottom  of  page  4  you  have 
FC  and  I  take  it  that  is  Fred  Charles ;  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  that  was  Mr.  Colson  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  also  question— — 

Mr.  Hunt.  For  the  record  it  was  Mr.  Colson  who  recorded  the  tele- 
phone call,  not  myself. 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes,  your  statement  for  the  record  is  that  the  call  was 
recorded  by  Mr.  Colson. 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  Fred  Charles,  being  Mr.  Colson,  states:  "Do  you 
think  that  Ellsberg  or  Vann  had  any  connections  with  the  drug 
trafficking?"  Would  it  be  fair  to  say  there  was  at  least  a  query  being 
made  in  an  attempt  to  connect  Mr.  Ellsberg  with  drug  trafficking? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  Will  you  turn  to  page  6,  where  the  transcript  indicates 
that  you  were  asking  questions  of  Colonel  Conein  concerning  certain 
State  Department  cables.  Could  you  instruct  the  committee  as  to  what 
the  purpose  of  vour  request  of  Colonel  Conein  was  leading  to? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  would  never  attempt  to  instruct  the  committee,  Mr. 
Dash,  I  would  attempt  to  inform. 

Mr.  Dash.  Would  you  assist  the  committee,  inform  them? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  Colson  and  I  were  jointly  interested  in  the 
circumstances  that  led  up  to  the  assassination  of  the  President  and,  I 
believe,  the  premier  of  South  Vietnam.  We  felt  that  somewhere  there 
should  be  an  instructive  record  of  exchanges  between  Washington  and 
Saigon.  We  knew  also  that  there  were  several  channels  that  could  have 
been  utilized. 

In  addition  to  the  normal  State  Department  communications  with 
its  Embassy,  there  was  the  normal  CIA  communication  channel  with 
its  station  in  Saigon.  There  were  also  so-called  back  channel  communi- 
cations facilities  for  both  organizations,  there  were  communication 

cable  facilities 

Mr.  Dash.  Mr.  Hunt,  what  I  really  was  directing  your  attention  to, 
and  perhaps  this  question  might  make  it  clearer:  Was  there  an  effort 
on  the  part  of  your  questioning  of  Colonel  Conein  to  attempt  to  get 
some  indication  from  him  as  to  whether  or  not  the  Kennedy  adminis- 
tration was  related  in  any  way  to  the  coup  ? 
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Senator  Gurnet.  Mt.  Chairman,  may  I  inquire  what  this  line  oi 
questioning  has  to  do  with  the  Presidential  campaign  of  1972?  It  is 
very  interesting  but  I  don't  think  it  lies  within  the  pur\'iew  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  Dash.  Senator  Gurney,  I  think  the  following  questions  will 
indicate  the  line  of  questioning  which 

Senator  GuRXEy.  Will  counsel  simply  state  to  the  committee  what 
he  has  in  mind  ? 

Mr.  Dash.  Yes. 

I  think  Mr.  Hunt  will  answer  a  few  questions  that  will  follow  the 
questions  that  I  am  now  asking,  which  will  show  an  effort  by  Mr.  Col- 
son  to  try  to  discredit  the  Kennedy  administration  and  therefore  the 
Democratic  Party  during  the  election  and  relating  it  to  the  assassina- 
tion of  Premier  Diem  and  for  that  purpose  attempting  to  bring  the 
I  Catholic  vote  away  from  the  Democratic  Party,  and  to  show  that  a 
Democratic  President  had  a  role  in  the  assassination  of  a  Catholic 
l^^pmipl^ 
^^enator  GTJR>rET.  I  thought  this  had  to  do  with  national  security 
leaks  that  occurred  way  back  in  July  1971,  this  conversation.  I  can't 
see  how  that  can  possibly  relate  to  the  Presidential  campaign  of  1972. 

Mr.  Dash.  Well,  the  effort,  and  I  think  Mr.  Hunt  has  already  re- 
sponded to  a  question  put  by  me  to  him  that  the  purpose  was  to  get 
derogatory  information  and  leak  it  to  the  press  during  the  Presidential 
campaign  and  I  think  if  I  am  allowed  to  follow  up  with  some  questions 
I  can  show  the  connection. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chai  rman. 

Senator  Ervin-.  Yes. 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman,  much  of  the  information  being  cov- 
ered by  Mr.  Dash  and  the  point  made  by  Mr.  Gurney  are  involved  in 
I  believe  the  legal  concept  of  whether  or  not  the  tiuestions  themselves 
should  state  a  conclusion  or  whether  they  should  elicit  facts  from  which 
the  committee  may  draw  conclusions.  In  order  to  get  the  thing  in  some 
sort  of  order,  I  would  suggest  if  there  is  no  objection,  and  I  ask  rnani- 
nious  consent  that  the  transcript  of  the  telephone  conversation  m  its 
entirety  may  be  entered  in  the  record  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Dash.  I  intended  to  do  that. 

Senator  Baker.  Is  there  any  objection  ? 

Senator  Ervin.  Let  the  record  show  that  the  transcript  of  the  entire 
telephone  conversation  is  hereby  made  part  of  the  record  and  marked 
appropriately  as  an  exhibit. 

[The  document  referred  to  was  marked  exhibit  No.  149.*] 

Senator  Baker.  Mr.  Chairman,  rather  than  pursue  the  matter  any 
further  might  I  simply  suggest  that  the  counsel  to  the  committee  at- 
tempt to  establish  the  factual  situation  and,  if  need  be,  state  and 
thereby  inform  the  committee  what  those  questions  are  intended  to 
sene  without  trying  to  build  a  statement  of  conclusion  on  the  basis  of 
each  question.  That  after  all  is  the  factfinding  mission  of  the  commit- 
tee. I  don't  want  to  hornswoggle  us  by  making  strict  rules  of  evidence 
but  I  do  think  we  will  get  along  faster  if  we  could  establish  the  facts 
and  deal  with  the  conclusions  a  little  later. 


•See  p.  3831. 


(1045) 


62.4     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   SEPTEMBER  24-25,    1973,    9  SSC  3667-70, 
3672-73,    3732-33,    3771-72 

3672 


At  this  early  time,  of  your  eniplfjvmcnt  at  the  ^Aliitc  House.  Mr. 
Hunt,  did  you  liavi;  access  to  State  Department  cables  covering  the 
period  of  the  Diem  assassination  ? 
Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Why  did  you  have  acct.-s  to  them? 

Jlr.  Hunt.  Because  I  had  requested  such  access  and  it  liad  been 
granted  me. 

Mr.  Dash.  Xow,  in  the  review  of  these  cables,  did  you  notice  any 
irre^larity  of  sequence  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  In  what  period  did  the  pap  in  sequence  occur? 

]Mr.  Htxn't.  The  j)eriod  inmiediately  leading  up  to  tiie  assassination 
of  the  Premier  of  South  Vietnam. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  show  tlie  cables  to  Mr.  Colson  and  ofter  an  inter- 
pretation of  them  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  showed  him  copies  of  those  chronological  cables,  yes. 
sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  what  interpretation,  if  any,  did  you  give  him  con- 
cerning the  cables? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  told  him  that  the  construction  I  placed  upon  the 
absence  of  certain  cables  was  that  thev  had  been  abstracted  from  the 
files  maintained  by  the  Department  of  State  in  chronological  fashion 
and  that  while  there  was  e\ery  reason  to  believe,  on  the  basis  of  an 
accumulated  evidence  of  tlie  cable  documentation,  that  the  Kennedy 
administration  was  iinplicirly,  if  not  e.xplicitlv,  responsible  for  the 
assassination  of  Diem  and  his  brother-in-law.  that  there  was  no  hard 
evidence  such  as  a  cable  emanating  from  the  "UTiite  House  or  a  reply 
coming  from  Saigon,  the  Saicron  Embassy. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  Mr.  Colson "s  reaction  to  your  statement  and  the 
showing  of  the  cable  to  him?  Did  lie  agree  that  tlie  cables  were  suffi- 
cient evidence  to  show  anv  relationship  between  the  Kennedy  adminis- 
tration and  the  assassination  of  Diem? 

Mr.  Hu>-T.  He  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  he  ask  you  to  do  anything? 

Mr.  Hunt.  He  suggested  that  I  might  be  able  to  improve  upon  the 
record.  To  create,  to  fabricate  cables  that  could  substitute  for  the 
missing  chrouoloriical  cables. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  in  fact  fabricate  cables  for  tlie  purpose  of  indi- 
catino;  the  relationship  of  tiie  Kenned\-  administration  and  the  assas- 
sination of  Diem? 

ifr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  D ASTi.  Did  vou  show  tliese  fabricated  cables  to  Mr.  Colson  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  "UTiat  was  his  response  to  the  fabrif^ated  cables? 

Mr.  Hunt.  He  indicated  to  nie  tliat  he  would  be  probably  .fretting  in 
touch  with  a  member  of  the  media,  of  the  press,  to  whom  he  would 
show  the  cables. 

]\rr.  Dash.  And  were  you  in  fact  put  in  touch  with  a  member  of  the 
media? 

Mx:  Hunt.  I  was. 

Mr.  Dash.  TVlio  was  that? 

]\Ir.  Hunt.  ^fr.  "iVilliam  Lambert  of  Life  majraz.ine. 
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Mr.  Dash.  "Wliat  was  your  instruction  concerning  the  relationship 
you  were  to  liavc  svitli  Mr.  Lambert? 

Mr.  HuN'T.  To  sliow  Mr.  Lambert  tlie  context  of  tlie  otlier  len;itimate 
cables  that  I  actiuired  from  the  Department  of  State,  to  permit  Mr. 
Lamliert  to  hanrl-copy  the  texts  of  the  fabricated  cables,  but  I  ha\iii.!: 
warned  Mr.  Colsnn  prcvioiisly  that  the  cables  were  not  tecluncaily 
capable  of  witlistandinir  professional  scrutiny,  that  'Sir.  Lambert  was 
not  to  be  allowed  to  remove  the  cal)les  for  photoco[)3"ing  purposes. 

Mr.  DAStr.  Did  Mr.  Lambert  use  the  information  ? 

Mr.  HrxT.  Xot  to  my  knowledge,  no. 

Mr.  DAsir.  Now,  are  you  aware  from  your  conversation  witli  ^Ir. 
Colson  and  the  use  of  these  cables  of  any  strategy-  that  Mr.  Colson  had 
with  regard  to  Catholic  voters? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Yes.  sir. 

]Mr.  Dash.  Could  you  describe  that  more  fully? 

Jlr.  Hunt.  I  believe  it  was  desired  by  Mr.  Colson,  or  at  least  some  of 
his  colleagues,  to  demonstrate  that  a  Catholic  L'.S.  administration  had 
in  fact  conspired  in  the  assassination  of  a  Catholic  chief  of  state  of 
another  country. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  show  the  fabricated  cables  to  Colonel  Conein? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  did: 

Mr.  Dash.  Under  what  circumstances? 

Mr.  TIrxT.  Prior  to  Colonel  Conein's  appearance  on  a — I  believe 
NBC— TV  network  special  concerning  Vietnam. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  Colonel  Conein  \!?e  any  of  this  information  from 
the  fabricated  cables  in  his  program  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  would  have  to  answer  in  these  terms,  Mr.  Dash,  that  I 
had  shown  him  the  fabricated  cables  in  the  broader  context  of  the 
overall  cables,  that  he  was  tb.en  interrogated  by  a  camera  and  inter\iew 
crew  and  that  I  believe  he  made,  if  not  specific  reference  to  the  cables 
I  showed  him,  at-least  they  reinforced  his  own  belief  that  there  had  l)een 
direct  complicity  by  the  Kennedy  administration  in  the  events  leading 
up  to  the  assassination  of  the  South  Vietnamese  Premier. 


"Mr.  Dash.  Xow.  as  part  of  Mr.  Colson's  ))lan  to  imblicly  discredit 
Mr.  Ellsberg,  did  you  prei>are  a  derogatory  article  on  Mr.  Leonard 
Boudin,  Ellsberg's  lawyer? 

:srr.  Hl-xt.  r  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  von  show  this  to  ^Ir.  Colson  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  What  was  his  sucrgestiou  when  you  showed  it  to  him? 

ilr.  TlrxT.  He  indicated  that  he  would  be  passinctlie  information  to 
a  member  of  the  iiress,  the  article  tluit  I  had  prepared. 

Mr.  Dash.  And,  in  fact,  was  the  material  that  appeared  in  that 
article  T-eflected  in  any  news  story  that  you  were  aware  of? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dash.  Can  you  state  to  the  committee  what  particular  news 
story? 

Mr.  TTi'NT.  It  was  an  article  anrliored  bv  Mr.  Jr\-\v  terlToi-st.  who 
repres'-nted  one  of  the  Detroit  newspajiers  in  "Washington.  It  formed 
the  second  half  of  a  storv  that  Mr.  tcrlforst  was  imblisliing  on  Kils- 
bertr  and  Ellsberir's  defense. 
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Senator  Talmadcf,.  The  statement  the  attorney  has  made  is  also  my 
under.standiiiij  in  tlie  situation.  You  also  have  been  indicted.  T  believe, 
in  the  breakinfj  .^nd  entering-  of  the  odlce  of  Dr.  Fielding  and  have  not 
yet  been  tried,  is  that  correct,  a  corrcciitiitement  ? 

Mr.  IlnxT.  That  is  not  correct,  Senator. 

Senator  T.m.madge.  You  have  not  been  indicted? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  have  not  htieu  indicted.  I  te.-tified  both  before  the  Fed- 
eral ;;rand  jury  and  the  Los  Angeles  grand  jury  under  a  grant  of 
immunity. 

Senator  Taliiadge.  Does  it  not  strike  you  as  a  strange  commentary 
of  justice  that  you  who  were  relativclv  low  on  the  totem  ])o!e  here  to 
be  sentenced  to'oO  years  in  prison  and  those  that  planned,  organized, 
and  directed  this  clandestine  organization  could  be.  walking  the  streets 
free  today? 

Mr.  Httst.  Yes,  sir. 
.Senator  TAi.irADCE.  I  may  say  it  does  me  also. 

Now.  you  related  yesterday  about  the  fabrication  of  cables  from  this 


country  to  Saigon,  relating  to  tlie  Diem  government.  Coukl,you  state 
who  directed  you  to  go  to  the  State  Depaitment  and  look  at  those 
cables  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  It  was  my  suggestion  initially.  I  was  authorized  to  do  so 
by  the  State  Department  itself  at  the  request  of  Mr.  David  Young. 
'Senator  Talmadge.  ^Nlr.  Young  contacted  the  State  Department  and 
the  State  Department  aut]\orized  you  to  go  over  and  look  at  cables 
between  the  Government  of  the  United  States  and  various  officials  in 
Saigon,  is  that  an  accurate  statement  ? 

Mr.  HcrxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  TAorAucE.  Were  those  cables  labeled  top  secret? 

Mr.  HiXN"T.  Some  of  them  are. 

Senator  TAL^tAncE.  And  some  were  not  ? 

Mr.  HtTN'T.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  An  ordinary  American  citizen  did  not  have  an 
opporttmity  to  look  at  those  caldes,  did  he  I 

j\fr.  HuxT.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Talmadge.  In  fact,  he  woidd  have  to  have  a  higher  clearance 
for  top  secret  matters  in  the  Government  in  order  to  see  theni,  would 
he  not? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  he  woidd. 

Senator  TALStADCE.  Do  you  think  'Mr.  David  Young  of  his  own 
accord  could  obtain  that  top  clearance  from  the  State  Department  for 
you  ? 

Mr.  ITuN'T.  Senator,  it  was  mv  understandinir  that  shortly  prior  to 
my  joining  the  Wliite  House  staff  I  was  tiie  subject  of  a  full  field  in- 
quiry and  clearance  by  the  FRI.  At  the  same  time  I  understood  tlvat 
because  I  had  been  out  of  CIA  only  a  relatively  short  period  of  time 
(hat  all  of  tlie  top  level  clearances  that  I  had  hold  at  CIA  had  been 
reinstated. 

Senator  Talmafh-.e.  Even  under  those  conditions,  assuming  someone 
was  cleared  for  toj)  secrecy  matters  in  the  Pentagon  they  could  not  go 
to  the  State  Department  and  look  through  top  secret  papers  there. 
could  thev? 
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Mr.  TTrxT.  Xot  without  ttu>  pormi.ssion  of  tlif  Department  of  State 

beiiator  I.VLMADGE.  Tliat  would  l.e  mv  unclerstandincr 

Aow.  you  fTot  there  and  you  found  that  vou  thoii-ht  some  of  those 

h1    i  Z    t     ''f  ^"~  "^'  •"  ^'/['^  ^"  ^m^\<^^t,  the  Kennedy  administra- 
rion,  la  that  what  yon  lecited^ 

Mr.  Prr.vT.  In  elVect.  Senator,  ve-;. 

Senator  T.u.madt.k.  Xow.  w'nat  did  you  finallv  do?  You  -ot  tliere 
and  you  fabncated  some  cables,  what  was  the  nature  of  the  fabricated 
cables  and  what  did  they  say  ?  '^"ii-u 

to'^me-^'''^'  ^^  ^°"''^"''"  ^^"^^"^-  ^  ^"^  ^^^  ^^'i^e  fl'e  cables  available 

Senator  T.almadge.  I  do  not  expect  you  to  relate  it  word  for  word 
but,  the  r^eneral  tenor. 

Mr.  HrxT.  "Vs  I  recall  it.  one,  the  text  of  one  cable  which  I  fabricated 
was  a  query  or  an  inquiry  from  the  Saigon  Emha.ssv.  which  Ambassa- 
dor Lodge  then  headed,  postulatm-r  a  course  of  action  such  a.s  granting 
political  asylum  to  D.em  and  to  his  brother-in-law  in  the  e\"ent  that 
they  should  seek  asylum,  and  tlie  second  cable  that  I  fabricated  was 
an  alleged  response  from  the  White  House  to  that  inquiry- 
Senator  TALifAnoE.  "What  was  tlie  reason  ? 
Mr.  HuxT.  It  was  a  nefrative  response. 

Senator  Tal^adc.e.  In  other  words. 'it  was  alleged  to  be  President 
Kennedy  speaking  for  this  Government  that  political  asvlum  would 
not  be  granted:  IS  tliat  it? 
Mr.  HuxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  T.vlmadge.  Xow  were  tliere  any  other  cables  fabricated? 

Mr.  IIirxT.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Tai.madge.  How  did  that  relate  to  the  implication  of  Presi- 
dent Kennedy  and  the  assassination  of  President  Diem? 
fI,o  .r   fi   """"f  ^'^^"^^^■'■'^  ^irhlioldiug  of  asylum  would  have  resulted  in 
the  deaths  of  the  two  men  who. sought  it.  should  thev  have  sou-lit  it 

Senator  TAL^rADGE.  In  other  words,  this  was  the  only  way  Sut  of 
assassination,  as  you  saw  it  ?  •         * 

Mr.  IIuxT.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Tai  mapge.  And  the  ol>iect  of  that  fa!)rication  was  to  alien- 
ate the  Catholic  vote  in  the  Presidential  election  of  107-^ 
^    .Mr.  HrxT.  Ihat  would  have  been  a  part  of  the  thrust  of  the  cable: 

Senator  T.\L>rAi>GF:.  Who  worlcod  with  you  and  directed  your  efforts 
HI  that   fabrication? 

^fr.  HuxT.  I  was  directed  solely  by  Mr.  Charles  Colson.  Xo  one 
worked  with  me. 

Senator  Talmapge.  Mr.  Colson  authorized,  directed  it  and  condoned 
It,  is  that  your  testimonv? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Tai.madge.  And  also  sought  to  -et  wide  dissemination  in  the. 
press  relating  to  those  fabricated  cables,  is  that  correct  ' 

Mr.  Hr.xi-.  Through  .Mr.  William  Lambert  of  Life'H;a-a7ine 

Senator  Tat.mau<;k.  Xow  you  in.t  these  cables.  I  believT.  the  fabri- 
cated cables  m  voiirsafe  in  the  White  Ihm^v  '. 

Mr.  IlrxT.  Yes.  sir. 
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We  did  that  during  the  meeting  at  the.  Frolics  Tslotel  in  ^liami 
Beach.  Each  of  ns  formed  a  similar  imi^ression  of  Mr.  Segretti,  that 
the  activities  that  he  acknowledged  being  involved  in  were  sophomoric 
in  nature  and  could  be  a  little  more  than  an  irritant  on  the  side  of  the 
Democrats  and  a  possible  cmbari'assnient  to  the  Republicans.  In  short, 
we  returned  to  AVashington  with  a  joint  recommendation  that  who- 
ever was  employing  Mr.  ^iegretti,  as  I  now  know  his  name  to  be, 
cease  and  desist. 

Mr.  Liddy,  however,  informed  me  subsequently  that  he  had  been 
overridden,  and  that  we  were  being  asked  to  monitor  his  activities, 
and  to  help  him  if  possible  and  sec  that  he  stayed  out  of  trouble.  We 
had  no  monetarj',  financial  responsibility  for  lum  nor  did  we  have 
any  operational  direction  of  ilr.  Segretti. 

•Senator  Ixoute.  "VMio  was  Mr.  Segretti's  director? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  I  did  not  learn,  and  liave  not  learned  except  through 
hearsay,  sir. 

Senator  Ixoih-e.  Did  you  see  the  fiiiished  products  of  Mr.  Segrctti's 
work,  the  printing? 

Mv.  HxrsT.  On  one  occasion  T  did,  sir.  I  saw,  he  rather  gleefully 
showed  me,  and  I  think  this  was  on  the  occasion  of  my  second  or  third 
meeting  with  him,  when  he  was  staying  in  a  motel  on  South  Burkheld 
Avenue  in  Miami,  lie  showed  me  a  day  glow  poster  in  two  colors  and 
indicated  to  me  this  had  been  tacked  up  b}-  friends  and  associates  of 
his,  his  gang  as  he  put  it,  to  telephone  poles,  fence  posts  and  so  forth 
in  a  particular  area  of  Florida  which  I  inferred  to  be  northern 
Florida. 

Senator  IxotnrE.  Mr.  Barker  has  maintained  that  as  per  your  in- 
structions he  mailed  copies  of  these  printed  materials  to  3"0U,  care  of 
tlie  IMullen  Associates,  is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  HnxT.  Of  that  specific  item  ? 

Senator  iN-orTT,.  The  printed  material,  yes. 

Mr.  Htrs'T.  He  may  very  well  have  done  so  on  one  occasion,  wluch 
was  simply,  in  which  case  I  was  simply  acting  as  a  cutout. 

Senator  Ixotttt-..  Did  you  receive  them  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  T  recaM  receiving  a  package  from  Barker  which  he  got 
from  tlie  printer.  I  received  it  and  simply  forwarded  it  on  to  the 
accommodation  address  that  Segretti  had  on  the  west  coast. 

Senator  Tx'ouit:.  Thank  you  very  much,  sir. 

Senator  EK\^^^  Senator  Wcicker. 

Senator  WKirKFn.  T  would  like  to,  if  T  could,  just  go  over  the  sub- 
ject with  you,  Mr.  Hunt,  of  access  to  various  Go\crniiieiit  agencies. 
I  believe  you  disrus^ed  the  CTA  in  rather  some  detail  so  T  will  not 
j;efer  back  to  that.  But  let  us  move  on  to  your  access  to  tlie  State  De- 


partment. Could  you  give,  or  indicate  to  me  the  number  of  telegrams 
which  you  received  or  retriei-ed  from  the  State  Department  during 
this  period  of  time  wlien  j-ou  were  putting  the  falsified  cables 
together? 

Mr.  HrxT.  To  be 

Senator  Wf.ickf.i;.  Tvouixhly. 

ifr.  Hx"XTv  To  be  accurate.  Senator.  T  had  copies  made  at  the  De- 
partment of  State,  so  it  was  copies. 

Senator  Wkickkr.  Ei<dit. 
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ISlv.  HuN'T.  I  received — I  would  havo  to  pstiinate  well  o\or 200.  soine- 
wlipre  in  the  jiaturc  of  hf^twron  2  and  400  cables.  IIo\vev<M-.  tliesc 
cables  tlieniselvos  were  in  tlie  hands  of  tbe.  Goveinnient  ami  if  a  licacl 
count  is  necessary  T  am  sure  one  could  be  made. 

Senator  '\\'i:k  icv.n.  "Well,  that  is  a  considoi-able  amount  of  woi-k. 
Could  you  indicate  to  uie  wiio  it  was  in  tiic  State  Depart.'neiit  who 
usslsteLi  you  in  tliis  taslc.  I  niean,  or  did  yon  just  an-ive  at  tlie  State 
Department  in  an  empty  room  and  with  a  Xerox  machine  and  cal>les. 
You  must  liave  had  some  contact  at  the  State  Department  ? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir.  Once  my  bona  fides  were  established  at  tlie 
State  Department  arcliive  room  where  the  chi'onolof;;ical  files  were 
kept,  I  would  fro  tlirough  tiie  clironological  file  drawers,  extract  cables 
that  I  wanted  reproduced,  stack  them  on  the  desk  at  wliich  I  was  work- 
ing and  an  individual  would  come  by  and  collect  those,  go  off  and 
reproduce  them,  return  the  originals  to  the  chronological  clrawer  and 
at  the  end  of  the  day  leave  me  with  a  stack  of  cables  to  take  back  to  my 
White  House  safe. 

Senator  Weicker.  But  obviously  this  isn't  something  that  anyone 
can  do,  and  would  require  some  sort  of  a  contact  at  the  St..te  Depart- 
ment. "Would  you  indicate  to  me  who  that  individual  was? 

Mr.  HrxT.  Perhaps  I  misundei-stand  you  Senator,  do  I  know  the 
individual  who  did  the  xeroxing  for  me  ? 

Senator  WEiCKF.n.  These  cables  as  I  understand  it  are  still  consid- 
ered as  confidential  material  ? 

Mr.  IIuxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weickeh.  And  obviously  there  has  to  be  someone  at  tlic 
State  Department  to  give  the  authorization;  to  take  you  in  hand  to 
that  area  where  tlie  cables  arc  going  to  be  copied  and  I  would  like  to 
know  who  it  is. 

Mr.  Hunt.  Senator,  I  believe  it  is  a  matter  of  record  that  >[r.  David 
Young  of  the  Plumbers  unit  directed  a  memoiandrmi  to  Mr.  Macomber 
who  was,  I  think.  Assistant  Secietary  of  State  or  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  for  Adniini.'=tratiou,  loquesting  that  I  be  granted 
access  to  the  chionological  files  of  the  Department. 

Senator  Weickek.  I  see.  In  otlicr  words,  it  was  Mr.  Yoimg  in  v.-hat ; 
in  his  capacity  as  a  member  of  the  Xational  Security  Council? 

Mr.  IlrxT.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Weickeh.  In  what  ca[)acity? 

Mr.  Hunt.  In  his — well,  l>y  the  time  he  joined  the  Plumbers  he  left 
Dr.  Kissinger's  unit. 

Senator  ^Veukki;.  I  see.  As  a  memljer  of  the  "\^^^ite  House  staff? 

Mr.  HcxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  "WKrcKEP,.  Aiul  lie  contacted  Mr.  William  ^facomber.  is  that 
right? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weu-kek.  And  it  was  Mr.  >racomber  that  setup  the  com- 
mission l.iy  which  }0u  could  accomplish  tlie  copying  of  these  cables? 
, ^.ir.  Hunt.  Yes.  sir. 


Senator  AVi-.tckeu.  Thaidc  you  very  nuich. 

Now,  to  get  on  to  the  Dei'artment  of  Justice,  did  von  at  anv  timr 
recei\'e  aiw  infor-mation  from  Mr.  Robert  .Mardian? 
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Minister  of  South  Vietnam,  Diem.   Had  you  seen  that  file  before 
or  the  contents  of  that  file? 

A    I  never  saw  what  was  in  Mr.  Hunt's  safe. 

Q    Have  you  ever  seen  any  telegrams  regarding  President's 
Kennedy's  involvement  in  the  assassination  of  Diem? 

HR.  BEST:   At  any  time? 

MR.  WEISS:   Yes. 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Let  the  record  show  i-hat  the  witness  is  con- 
sulting v;ith  counsel. 

MR,  WEISS:   Will  you  read  the  question. 

(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

MR.  VJEISS:   For  the  record,  I  would  like  to  clarify  that 
question.   Alleged  involvement. 


THE  'WITNESS:   I  saw  a  lot  of  cables  that  were  part  of  thosa 
published  as  part  of  the  Pentagon  Papers,  other  cables  that  had 
been  researched  through  various  Government  agencies.   Part  of 
Mr.  Hunt's  v;ork  product  to  me  early  during  the  period  that  he 
was  in  the  White  House  involved  pulling  together  most  of  the 
relevant  cables  that  dealt  with  the  Diem  coup  and  other  cables 
that  dealt  v;ith  the  period  of  time  covered  by  the  Pentagon 
Papers  that  had  bean  published.   I  saw  no  cables  tb.at  referred 
to  Prasidant  T'onnedy,   I  cs^su~3  yen  ~.rs  getting  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  forged  cable. 
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MR.  WEISS:   That's  correct. 

THE  WITNESS:   I  am  not  sure  that  I  ever  saw  the  text  of 
that  cable.   Mr.  Hunt  was  working  with  a  reporter  who  was 
interested  in  writing  a  story  about  the  entire  history  of  the 
Diem  coup  and  its  resulting  effect  involving  the  United  States 
in  the  war  in  Vietnam  and  I  learned  at  some  point  during  the 
time  that  Mr.  Hunt  was  working  with  the  reporter  that  there 
was  one  purported  cable  which  was  not  authentic,  at  which  point 
■I  attempted  to  discourage  both  Mr.  Hunt  and  the  reporter  involved 
from  pursuing  the  story  any  further. 
BY  MR.  WEISS: 

Q    When  was  that? 

A     It  would  ba  late  1971,  I  believe. 

Q    Where  did  the  discussion  take  place  regarding  your 
discouraging  them  from  going  on  with  the  cable? 

MR.  BEST:   Going  on  with  what? 
BY  MR.  WEISS: 

Q    The  cable,  or  whatever  you  were  discouraging  theni 
from  doing.   What  were  you  discouraging  them  from  doing? 

A    At  the  point  that  I  learned  that  a  cable  that  was  not 
authentic  had  been  shown  to  a  reporter,  I  attempted  to  discourage 
that  renorfc.-.'.r  a^  vail  p.t  Mr.  Hunt  from  proceeding  any  further 
with  the  story. 
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Q    Was  that  Mr.  Lambert  who  was  the  reporter? 

A    Yes. 

Q    VThen  you  say  you  — 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Can  I  ask  a  question?   Did  you,  in  fact, 
discourage  that  reporter  from  proceeding  with  his  inquiry? 

THE  WITNESS:   Yes. 
BY  MR.  l-rt;iSS: 

Q    Did  you  see  two  cables,  did  you  see  one  originally 
and  then  did  you  see  one  that  you  say  was  not  authentic? 

MR.  BEST:   I  think  the  witness  already  said  that  he  does 
not  believe  that  he  ever  saw  the  cable. 
BY  MR.  WEISS: 

Q    You  never  saw  the  authentic  cable? 

MR.  McNELIS:   The  witness  said,  "I  am  not  sure  that  I 
ever  saw  the  text  of  that  cable." 
BY  MR.  WEISS: 

Q    Did  you  see  the  unforged  cable? 

A    I  saw  probably  hundreds  of  cables  that  were  either 
published  at  the  time  of  the-  Pentagon  Papers  publication  or 
were  subsequently  researched. 

Q    There  have  been  reports  that  Mr.  Hunt  showed  you  a 
specific  cr.ble  r.nd  you  r7:ade  corp.^ents  to  the  effect  that  "That 
isn't  good  enougli"  or  "Can  it  be  better? "   Is  -"n.-iv;  true? 
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A    NOf  that  is  not  my  recollection. 

Q    What  is  your  recollection? 

A    My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Hunt  assembled  a  whole 
series  of  cables  and  had  a  very  co:nplete  analysis  of  cables  and 
relevant  documents  to  that  period  in  time.   It  was  my  understand- 
ing that  he  was  using  that  research  as  the  basis  for  assisting 
Mr.  Lambert  in  preparing  an  article  which  hopefully  would  be  an 
accurate  recitation  of  what,  in  fact,  did  happen  during  that 
period.   I  recall  seeing  cables  that  indicated  that  --  well  — 

(Discussion  between  the  witness  and  counsel.) 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Go  ahead.   It  is  already  out  and  has  been 
published. 

THE  WITNESS:   I  recall  seeing  cables  that  indicated  that 
the  United  States  Government  had  approved  of  and  even  gave  the 
suggestion  of  active  assistance  to  the  coup  which  overthrew 
President  Diem.   I  forgot  the  question.   VJhat  was  the  question? 

(The  reporter  read  from  his  notes  as  requested.) 

THE  v;iTNESS:   My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Hunt  showed  me 
a  series  of  cables  and  told  rce  that  he  didn't  believe  --  that 
Mr.  Lambert  did  not  believe  that  these  were  adequate  for  his 
ov;n  purposes,  that  this  didn't  tell  enough  of  the  story.   I 
recall  tailing  Mr.  Hunt  to  go  back  and  kcap  ciiggi.-ig  or  ki'ap 
working  on  it  and  see  what  else  he  could  find  ar.i    see  what  else 
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he  could  come  up  with,  to  see  if  he  could  come  up  with  something 
better.   It  was  subsequent  to  that  time  that  I  discovered  that 
one  of  the  cables  which  was  in  question  was  not  an  accurate 
cable  and  at  that  point  I  endeavored  to  steer  Mr.  Lambert  away 
from  the  story  altogether. 
BY  MR.  WEISS: 
-Q    Did  you  have  any  discussion  with  Mr.  Hunt  regarding  it? 

A    No,  not  really.  Mr.  Hunt  came  back  a  fev7  times  and 
said  that  he  had  been  in  touch  with  Lambert  and  Lambert  was 
continuing  to  press  him  and  I  told  Mr.  Hunt  simply  to  discourage 
Mr.  Lambert. 

Q    When  you  became  aware  of  the  "phony  cable,"  did  you 
have  any  discussions  with  Mr.  Hunt  regarding  these  activities? 

A    No. 


Q    Were  these  telegrams  classified  documents  at  that  tin-.e? 

A    Yes,  I  think  they  were  still  classified,  although  most 
of  the  ones  that  I  saw  had  in  one  way  or  another  been  in  prirvt. 

Q    But  they  were  still  classified;  is  that  correct? 

A    That  v;as  the  subject  of  rather  extensive  litigation 
in  the  suminer  of  1971. 

Q    Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  Mr.  Hunt  getting 
access  to  these  telegrams? 

A     Ko . 
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THt:   vViriTK  HOUSE  ^^J^ 


July  30,    1971 

ME>.iORANDU2vI  .FOR:  BUD  KROGK 

pr^OM:  CHARLES  COLSON  y'k 


/^ 


I  thidc  the  attached  are  aU  very  important  points.     V^iU 
you  put  thexn  into  your  computer  and  if  they  are  v/orth 
doing,    follow  through.     I  would  like  to  discuss  one  of 
them  Vlth  you  which  I  think  is  extremely  important. 

cc-     Joh-n  Ehrlichman 
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V.AG  H  !  r,-  GTO  M 


July  27,    1971 

MEIv'ORANDUM  FOR:  CHARLES  COLSON 

FR  OM:  HOV/-ARD  HUNT  .  .^.;':' 

SUBJECT:  Anti-Diem  Coup  Post  Mortem 

1.  If  not  done  already.    Bill  Bundy  should  ba  denied  access  to 
his  office  and  files  at  State.      The  files  should  be  frozen. 

2.  Obtain  copies  of  Harriman,    HUsman,    Bundy  VN  cables  and 
meinos  prior  to  the  coup,    for  tb.e  period  April  -  November  19o3. 

3.  Ask  Dick  Helms  to  expand  on  his  allegation  that  Harriman 
engineered  the  coup. 

4.  Look  into  the  advisability  of  rennoving  John  Paul  Yann  from 
government  service.     Allegedly  he  has  large  personal  files 
v/ith  which  he  is  now  v/riting  a  book.      At  this  point,    we  don't 
need  another  book  on  VN,    :xr\'l  certain.'./  not  by  a  pal  of -Eilsberg's. 


(1058) 


62.7     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  mWRANDUM,   AUGUST  2,    1971 

Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 

WASHINGTON 

August  2,  1971 
MEMORANDUM  FOR:  CHARLES  COLSON 

FROM:  HOWARD  HUNT 

SUBJECT:  Pentagon  Papers,  et  seq. 


Per  your  instructions  I  have  examined  the  overtly  printed  documen- 
tation and  comment,  and  the  attached  items  are  submitted  as  being 
the  most  useful  in  demonstrating  the  collective  bad  judgment  of  the 
Kennedy  Administration  and/or  a  number  of  its  high-level  appointees. 

I  have  drawn  also  upon  the  "New  York  Review  of  Books"  of  July  22, 
1971,  selecting  significant  segments  from  the  Ralph  Stavins  article, 
"Kennedy's  Private  War".   The  article,  given  its  source,  author- 
ship and  thrust,  is  almost  unbelievable  in  the  savagery  of  its  attack 
upon  the  Kennedy  circle  of  advisers,  RFK,  and  JFK  himself.   The 
excerpts  I've  made  stand  by  themselves  as  an  extraordinary  liberal 
jjj^ictment  of  the  Round  Table  and  its  fallible  King. 


From  our  point  of  view  what  remains  to  be  examined  (per  my  earlier 
memorandum  suggestion)  are  the  actual  documents  themselves. 
Clearly,  what  has  been  surfaced  is  not  the  totality  of  the  relevant 
communications  from  the  April  -  November  1963  period.   Cable- 
grams originating  at  State  or  in  Saigon,  as  well  a  [sic]  memoranda  and 
dispatches  bear  explicit  routings  indicating  who  drafted,  who 
originated,  who  authenticated,  who  coordinated  and  who  ultimately 
released  a  particular  document  to  its  addressee.  To  build  an  even 
more  detailed  case,  we  should  have  access  to  this  material. 


I  think  our  posture,  concerning  the  attached  excerpts,  has  to  ignor  [sic] 
what  Nixon  might  have  done  under  circumstances  then  prevailing,  [sic] 
[s]alient  points  add  up  to  an  indictment  of  Kennedy  and  his  advisers, 
and  they  played  false  with  the  nation  and,  for  better  or  worse,  wit! 
As  Madame  Nhu  said  at  the  time,  the  blood  of  Diem  and  Nhu  is  on 
Kennedy's  hands  (and  Lodge's  as  well).   But  we  are  not  speculati  [sic] 
about  what  Nixon  might  have  done;  rather,  the  significance  is  whe  [sic] 
Kennedy  actually  did. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


I  would  also  make  the  sincerely  humble  suggestion  that  LBJ  not 
be  attacked  directly  (as  we  have  done  here  with  JFK) .  My  reason- 
ing is  that  the  hippies  and  yippies  have  been  doing  so  for  years, 
and  Bob  Dole  or  others  adopting  such  a  line  would  not  only  be  a 
form  of  overkill,  but  possibly  counter-productive.  LBJ  and  his 
allies,  after  all,  have  much  to  gain  from  indicting  the  Kennedy 
Administration,  and  can  be  expected  to  augment  whatever  we  are 
able  to  do.   In  short,  we  can  hit  at  the  advisers  LBJ  received  from 
Kennedy  without  attacking  LBJ  directly  on  this  issue. 

Finally,  it  is  well  worth  remembering  that  in  195A  President 
Eisenhower  refused  to  intervene  to  save  the  French  colonial 
regime  in  Vietnam,  saying,  "I  cannot  conceive  of  a  greater  tragedy 
for  America  than  to  get  heavily  involved  now  in  an  all-out  war  in 
any  of  those  (Indochinese)  regions." 


Indistinct  document  retjTJed  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 
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v.'Arj  M  1  ;;  G  1  o  ; 


MEIvlORANDUM  FOR: 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


Au-'ur.'j  ?.,    19/1 


CFL-\RLE3  COLSOM 


HOV;- ARD  HUNT 


;■•.  /■ 


Pentagon  P?-pe.r 3,^et  ^scq. 


1.         Per  your  instructions  i  have  exarr-ined  the  overtly  printed  documen- 
tation and  comment,    and  the  a<:tached  items  are  subm.itted  ao  b-ir.g 
the  m.ost  useful  in  demonstrating  the  collective  bad  judgment  of  the 
Kennedy  Adm.inistration  and/or  a  num.ber  of  its  high-level  appointees. 


2.       I  have  drawn  also  upon  the  "New  York  Rsvievv  of  Books"  of  July  22, 
1971,    selecting  significant  segments  from  the  Ralph  Stavins  article, 
"Kennedy's  Private  Vrar".      The  article,    given  its   source,    author- 
ship and  thrust,    is  almost  unbelievable  in  the  savagery  of  its  attack 
upon  the  Kennedy  circle  of  advisers,    RFK,    and  JFK  himself.     The 
excerpts  I've  made  stand  by  themselves  as  an  extraordinary  liberal 
indictm>ent  of  the  Round  Table  and  its  fallible  King. 


3.        From  our  point  ox  view  v/hat  remains  to  be  exam.ined   (per  my  earliat 
mem.orandum  suggestion)  are  the  actual  docum.ents  them_seb 


:var-.t 


Clearly,    what  has  been  surfaced  is  not  the  totality  oi  t.n.ereh 
communications  from  the  April  -  November  1963  period.     Cable- 
grams originating  at  St-te  or  in  Saigon,    as  v/ell  a  m.emoranda  and 
dispatches  bear  explicit  routings  indicating  who  dr?.?tcd,    v/ho 
originated,    who  authenticated,    %vho  coordinated  and  v/ho  ultimately 
released  a  particular  document  to  its  addressee.     To  build  an  even 
more  detailed  case,    we  should  have  access  to  this  m.atcrial. 


4.       .1  think  our  posture,    concerning  the  attach.cd  excerpts,    !<.as  to  ignor 
\vh,:vt  Nixon  might  have  done  under  circum.s tances  then  prevailin- 
salicnt  points  add  v.p  to  an-indictme-'-  ■-'  t^^-^^^',^  n,>,-^  h;<.  .-.d----- 
and  they  played  false  v/Lth  the  na 
As  >.!adame  Nhu  said  at  the  tim 


of  Kennedy  ani  his  advisers.- 
on  and,  for  better  or  v.-orse,  wit! 
the  blood  of  Di-.-n-i  and  N'-ui  is  en 


Kennedy's  handi^   (and  Lodge's  as  v.ell).      But 


\vc  arc  T-.o' 


:culat 


about  wi\ 


it   ^;ix(M.l  ',T>,i.:;liL  h.ivo 


th. 


c:ir.cc  is;  v; 


Ken.r.cdy  ariuaJly  chcL  -,  ■,  iiT -i 
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I  -would  all.;o  Jiio.!.':   Llio   clr.co  ri.-ly  r.nrabl'j   aii^jr^o.';  Ciop.   tli.it  L,3j    t.oz 
bo  r-'tackecl  directly  {as   v/r:  rc-.-c:  clor.-j  here;  v/i.Lli  ,TFi').      Jvi/  reason- 
^'.'S'l'J      ^'"^  ^'^   thr.t  the  r.ip'iics   anfl  yippJ.t:-'»-iiav.7  been  doir.g  3o  ior  ycr.r:;, 
accl  Bob  Dole  or  otiiery   adopting  cuch  ?.  line  v/o-Sl'l  uot  only  be  ?. 
form  of  overkill,    but  p^tsihly  cor.c.tcr-prodnc'.lvy..      LBJ  zri'l  his 
allies,    after  all,    have  niuch  to  gain  from  indicting  the  Krjnr.edy 
.Administration,    <ir.d  can  be  expected  to  ?.ag;ncnf.  v/hatcvcrr  v/s   ar-; 
able  to  do.     In.  short,    v/e   car.  hit  at  the  advisers  L.BJ  received  from 
Kennedy  without  attacking  LBJ  directly  on  this  iss'.ie. 

Finally,    it  is  v^-ell  v/orth  remembering  tliat  in  1954  President 
Eisenhov/er  refused  to  intervene  to  save  the  French  colonial 
regime  in  Vietnam,    saying,    "I  cannot  conceive  of  a  greater  tragedy 
for  America  than  to  get  heavily  in^folved  now  in  an  all-out  v/ar  in 
any  of  those  (Indochinese)  regions." 


002373 
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.      l/-'     \   VV'  .''    =0;     ,C'  THE    WHITi;    HOUSE 

\   ■''  y  Ci      ?['■    /  WAS  HI  kg;  ox 


,-.     .    .        /  September  20,    1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:        JOHN  D.    EHRLICH^UVN 
FROM:  KROGH/ YOUNG 

SUBJECT:  /.gt:::d.\  for  mfetFnG  :.i"c::day.  ol:ptembje:r  20, 

1971 


ACTION 


I.     1963  Diem  Coup  J  'J.  B  1 X 

A.     Materials 

1.  State /White  House  cable  traffic  to  Macomber  has  had  pulled   out 
and  from  Saigon  April  1  through                 and  Hunt  is   reviewing; 
November  30,    1963; 

2.  Defense  cable  traffic,   April  to  Young  called  Buzhardt; 
November,    1963; 

3.  All  Saigon  back  channel  cables,  Ehrlichinan  to  see  Helms; 
April  to  November,    1963; 

White  House   - 
CLA.  - 


4.  Coiiein-Hwnt'  menicon; 
Lansdalc-Hunt  memcoa; 

N citing  in  U.S.    Nc-v/s   ^  V/orld 
Report; 

5.  Post  Mortcin  v/rap  up;  Ehrlichinan  to  sec  Helms; 


B.      E:';posurc 


■^-'.'.VTv^C^ 


•■\-i       \c-     i... 


1,  Tlirciugli  biic-fing   of  aeU'Ctcd  r. tvv/ .-; :ti c n ; 

2.  Th  i-ough  Senate  Foreign  Rclati'jns 
Committee;   inquiry; 

■3.    'I'h  ri.'vh  oll'.cr   C  onr;  ress  ic^na  1   i;i'.  .jiUl- 
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62. 8     EGIL  KROGE  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM,   SEPTEMBER  20,    1971 

AC'IJON 
C.      O'llicr  Cons  iclc- rot  ions 


"  ",  •; «  » 


1.  Incrin-iiiiaUon  of  Lodt^c? 

2.  T.-ilk  with  McCone? 

3.  Talk  with  Rusk? 

4.  Have  Hunt  tall;  with  General  Harkins? 


li.  Cub^ 


A.     MatcTJa-ls  on  Bay  of  Pigs 

1.       "Green  Comj-nittee"  Report 
(Ir.te  r- agency  group  chaired 
by  Maxwell  Taylor; 


2.  Inspector  General  L'^Tnan 
Kirkpp.trick  Report; 

3.  Relevant  cable  traffic; 
Materials  on  Missile  Crisis 

1.  In-house  GLA.  post  mortem  (?); 

2.  Nationa.1  Photo  Interpretation 
Center  chronology  of  read- outs; 

3.  Public  papers: 

a.  Alsop  article   -  Saturday 

Evcr.ing  Post; 

b.  Aclieson  -   "Present  at  the 

Creation"; 

c.  Chriilcs   Brcnl  Alarshall   - 

New  Republic; 


-2- 


CIA  refused  to  give  access  to 
R.ehnquist  Coinmittce  in  con- 
nection v/jth  declassification 
study;  JDE  to  see  Helms; 


Same 


JDE  to  see  Plelms; 


no2si2 
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ACTION 

4.     Af'.  i"CcrT-.<^rit   (?)   (TurJ^cy--  ■' "  '  " 

Jvtissile  cli-a\vc!o\vn); 

Kruslicliev  Comniunlcatio.n- 
October  22; 

B.  Exposure 

1.      Through  briefing  of  selected  nev/smen; 

/L.      Tnrough  briefing  of  selected   Congress- 
men; 

3.      CH;her; 

C.  Other  Considerations 

1.  Talk  with  Adm.    George  Anderson 
(CNO  -  Missile  Crisis); 

2.  Talk  with  Arlcigh  Burke 
(CNO  -  Bay  of  Pigs); 

3.  Talk  v/ith  John  JvlcCone    - 
Director  CIA; 

4.  Talk  with  Scali; 

5.  Talk  with  Ken  Keating 
(Who  was  leaking  to  him, 

June -August,    1962?); 

6.  Talk  with  Ray  Clinc 

(Deputy- CLf\); 


0G2S15 
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62.9     TOD  HULLIN  ROUTING  SLIP,   SEPTEMBER  29,    1971 


m 


THE  WrUTC  I'.O'jSE 

v.- A i. -UNO  roN 


jno        /  —  c-     I 


^^02552 


A' or 


£N^ 


7-e^ 


■lAj-^'y^y 


fj 


U 


y- 


-D 


in  I    Jhi  U  '  y 


(  t) 


j    ^  .  c 


7/-^    ^>^r~^^^   /^^^^  /■■ 


x^^ 


/ 


i'^\ 
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62.9     CHABDES  COLSON  MEMORANDUM,   SEPTEMBER  24,    1971 


THE  v/HiTz  f-:ous=: 

V/A.S  M  :  M  c  TO.--. 


m 


September  24,    1971 


EYES    ONLY 


MEMORANDUM  FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 


JOHN  EtiRLICH.VIAN       ^02^3  7 

CHARLES  COLSOrs' 

RekLndling  the  Pentagon  Papsrs 
Issue 


The  publication  of  the  declassified  version  of  the  Pentagon  Papers 
this  week  has  reraised  the  issue  publicly;  in   one  sense  this  jnay 
help  prod  ths  Congress  to  hold  hearings  and  in  another  sense  the 
CorrLmittee  may  argue  that  since  the  papers  are  released  there  is 
no  purpose  in  extensive  hearings. 

Congressman  Morse  will  raise  the  question  of  House  hearings  in 
the  Foreign  Affairs   Committee  this   coming  v/eek.      Chairman  Morgan 
had  earlier  stated  that  he  would  hold  hearings  but  the  House  Committae, 
like  the  Senate  Committee,    has  of  late  sho'wn  no  interest.     I  doubt  that 
Morse  can  do  much  other  than  create  a  little  embarrassment  within 
the  Committee. 

John  Tov/er  could  raise  the  issue  v/ithin  the  Senate  Armed  Services 
Committee  and  make  a  form.al  request  for  hearings  before  that 
Comxnittse^or  before  Foreign  Relations  and  Armed  Services  jointly, 
which  v/as  the  original  Mansfield  proposal.       I  recommend  that 
MacGregor  talk  to  Tower.     If  v/e  think  it's   safe  v/e  could  also  talk 
to  Hugh  Scott  who  is  on  the  Foreign  Relations   Commlttea  a.nd  vv-ho 
could  make  a  similar  request  of  Fulbrlght. 

Presumably  these  requests  vv-ill  be  turned  dovv'n  but  Towsr  and/or  Scott 
could  begin  to  speak  about  it  on  the  floor  each  day  hopefully  creating 
some  minor  embarrassment  for  the  Democrats. 

Dave  Broder  is  scheduled  to  have  a  column  very  shortly  along  the  lines 
of  "v/hatever  happened  to  the  Pentagon  Papers"  pointing  out  that  the 
Democrats  have  deliberately  suppressed  the  open  hearings   that  they 


had  earlier  called  for. 
"doves". 


ill  try  for 


adciicion 


al 


'-S,    preferably 
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V/c  C3ii  program.  Lucicn  Coi-iein  Lo   ..rite  .Llctt-..;.-  ty  Senator  ivIatKIas 
corriijlairiLn^  that  he  has  been  rnur.r.l.jr!  by  the  CIA,    -.vas   paid  inonej- 
to  got  out  of  tov/n  and  instructed  to  i.alk  to  no  on-:;.      i\rarril3.s   iz  just 
the  kind  of  guy  v/ho  would  ri.ie  to  t'le  bait  ar.d  I  d?-.rc     say  create  a 
fair  aniouiit  of  hoopla  ov.-ir  the  muzzling  issue.      Ti'-is  v/oul'j  a.utomati- 
cally  make  Conein  nev-sworthy  agaia.      Cotiein  co-.ild  offer  to  Mathias 
a  full  disclosure  if  Mathias  arran^jos  Senate  hearings, 

002434 

V/e  can  also,    if  you  agree,    arrange  to  have  General  Harkms  inter vie-.ved 
by  U.S.    Nev/'S  and  v/"orld  Report.     He  is  a  bitter  man  v/ho  was  sharply 
at  odds  with  the  Kennedy  Adnainis  tration  policies  and  was  removed 
because  of  his  disagreement.     In  all  of  the  flap  of  the  Pentagon  Papers 
no  one  thought  to  interview  him,    but  I  am  sure  we  can  plant  the  idea. 

My  own  feeling  is  that  none  of  these  things  will  stir  enough  controversy 
to  force  either  the  House  or  Senate  Committees  to  hold  th.e.  open  hearings 
that  we  v/ould  like.     The  Democrats  recognize  rull  v/ell  the  political 
risks  for  them.     Vi  e  will  not  get  enough  help  from  the  media  to  force 
their  hand. 


There  is  one  way  that  I  am  certain  would  create  a  major  controversy. 
1  have  h'ad  a  very  off  the  record  talk  with  Bill  Lannbert  of  Life.     V.''e 
could  easily  arrange  for  Life  to  have  "access"  to  Conein,    Nolcing, 
Harkinds,    Lansdale  and  others.     V/e  could  also  make  available  to 
Lambert  certain  documents  which  have  not  been  published.     Lambert 
assures  us  that  he  v/ould  make  it  a  major  Life  expose  --  the  true  story 
behind  the  Diem  coup.    He  v/ould  also  put  someone  else's  by-line  on  the 
story  (the  press  v/ould  surely  recall  that  Lambert  Nvas  the  author  of 
the  Tydings  story  ;  on  the  other  hand  ihere  might  be  advantages  in 
having  Lambert  sign  it  because  although  he  is  a  Republican  he  was  an 
intimate  friend  of  Bobby  Kennedy.     V/'e  can  decide  this   anytime.  ) 
Lambert  also  assured  me  that  he  could  guarantee  Life's   cover.     V/'e 
could  further  develop  the  kind  of  pictorial  treatment  you  suggested 
yesterday. 

Life  could  be  in  print  in  four  weeks   from  the  date  that  we  give  it  the 
go-ahead,    which  is  perfect  timing.      Not  only  would  v/a  haveannajor 
story  in  a  large  circulation  national  magazine  but  it  would  almost 
certa.inly  be  v/ritten  in  such  a  v-/ay  as   to  create  a  very  significant 
national  nev/s  story.     I  suspect  tiiat  tiie  Congress   could  then  be 
embarrassed  into  holding  hearings. 


;-.A-^ 
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m 

T'lie   Lite  cperscion  coulr!  be  ran  cornplet-.-l/  b/  flO'-vard  flitn.c  v/-orkin^ 
oat  of  hii;  home  or  his   private  office.      LarnHert  v/ould  ferth'jr  constr'ac*; 
a.n  elab^T^.;-;  cover  and  slant  tb.e  sfcory  ip.  such  a  v/a/  that  it  v/ould  aporrar 
to  ba  th?  prcr.u.c:  of  Conoin  and/or  Stats.      That  realK"  v/ould  s'-irorise 
no  one  i.\  vie-v?  of  the  n'-imber  of  leaks  in  Stat-^  Dipartmer-.t  any^.va/. 


I,    therefor?,    recommend  that  v/e  try  ti-^  columns   and  Congress   pressur 
route  but  do  so  with  the  recognition  that  it's  doubtless  not  going  to 
succeed  fully.     I,    therefore,    also  recommend  that  we  irmnediately 
equip  Kunt  v/ith  facts,    information  and  material  and  give  Lambert  a 
go-ahead.  00243o 

V/e  should  very  soon  release  declassified  documents  relating  to  the 
Lebanon  crisis,    the  Cuban  missile  crisis  and  perhaps  one  or  t'.vo 
others.     Releasing  of  declassified  documents  will  keep  press  interest 
alive  in  the  v/hole  issue.     V/e  should  start  doing  it  soon  to  avoid  the 
charge  of  election  year  politicking. 

The  EUsberg  operation  can  continue  independently-.     It  rriay  or  may  not 
prove  fruitful,    but  we  do  have  certain  pay  dirt  in  the  coup  story. 


e 
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i       62.10     WILLIAM  LAMBERT  INTERVIEW,   AUGUST  7,    1973^   SSC,    1,    3-7 

INTERVIEW 

William  G.    Lambert    was  formerly  a  journalist  for  Life  magazine  ard  is 
a  personal  friend  of  Charles  Colson.       Lambert's  present  address  is  11  Marlene 
Court,    Rye,    New  York      10580.      His  telephone  rtumber  is  (914)  967-4378.     Ke 
knows  Colson  both  as  a  former  source  and  a  personal  friend. 

Lambert  began  his  association  with  Time,    Inc.  ,    in  1962  in  the  Los  Angeles 
Bureau  as  a  correspondent  with  Time.      When  the  Kennedy  administration  came 
into  office,    Lambert,    an  old  friend  of  the  Kennedy's,    was  ^sked  to  come  into 
the  government.      His  interests,    however,    were  in  investigative  reporting,    and 
he  refused  the  offer.     At  that  time  Life  was   looking  for  an  investigative  reporter, 
and  an  approach  was  made  to  Lanribert.    Asa  result,    he  was  interviewed  by  Life 
and  went  to  work  with  them  in  the  summer  of  1963.      He  eventually  became  a 
Staff  Writer  as  a  full-time  investigator,    and  headed  a  team  of  investigative  re- 
porters. 

Late  in  December  of  1971,    Ralph  Graves  took  over  as  Managing  Editor  of 
Life.     Shortly  thereafter,    there  were  drastic  cut-backs  in  staff,    and  Lambert's 
Investigative  Research  Department  was  wiped  out  completely.      Lambert  had 
previously  been  offered  a  position. with  the  Time  -   Life  News  Service,    and  he 
went  to  Graves 'and  told  him  that  he  was  v/illing  to  take  this  position.      He  then 
went  to  work  in  this  position,    in  which  his  principal  vehicle  was  still    Life. 
When  Life  folded,    he  was  asked  to  be  a  minor  correspondent  in  the  Washington 
Bureau,    since  his  contract  ran  until  1975;  but  he  refused  this  position  and 
decided  to  free-lance. 

When  asked  about  his  associations  with  Colson,    Lambert  said  that  he  first 
met  Colson  when  he  (Lambert)  was  working  on  an  article  about  Joe  Tydings  in 
the  early  spring  of  1970.      Lambert  said  that  Col-son  seems  to  remember  that  they 
had  met  some  years  earlier,    but  Lambert  does  not  recall  this. 
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Lambert  stated  that  although  he  might  have  discussed  his  fiadings  in  the 
Tvdini-3.  case  vvith  Colson,    it  was  never  a  situation  of  "reporting  back"  about 
v.-ha:  hs  had  discovere'd.      Lambert  stated  that  he  had  never  taped  any  conversa- 
tions v,ith  Colson,    although  he  did  tape  one  conversation  with  Raymond  Mason. 
Mason  did  not  know  he  'a^s  being  taped,    and  Lambert  v/as  astonished  that  Mason 
was  so  candid  about  damaging  information  concerning  Tydings  and  hinnself. 
Lambert  had  also  taped  his  conversation  %vith  Bridston. 

After  the  story  was  printed,    Tydings  accused  Lam.bert  and  the  White 
House  of  being  in  collusion  to  destroy  him.      Lambert  then  tried  to  get  Colson 
to  issue  a  statement  saying  that  their  relationship  was  innocent.      Ziegier  was 
said  to  have  prepared  such  a  statement,    but  it  vvas  never  issued.     After  Lambert 
found  out  that  the  statement  was  not  to  be  read,    he  again  tried  to  get    Colson  to 
issue  a  statement  describing  precisely  what  their  relationship  had  been,    but 
Colson  did  not  do  this. 

After  this  time    Lambert  had  a  continuing  relationship  with  Colson,       Lam- 
bert stated  that  Colson  tried  several  times  to  get  Lambert  to  come  into  the 
government,    but  Lambert  always  refused.     He  dropped  in  to  see  Colson  at  his 
office  frequently. 


During  the  week  of  September  20  -   24,    1971,    Lambert  was  in  Washington 
and  stopped  to  see  Colson  at  his  office.     Their  conversation  at  this  time  lasted 
for  about  half  an  hour.      Colson  told  Lambert  that  he  might  have  a  story  for  him 
but  that  he  wasn't  sure  whether  he  should  discuss  thematter  with  Lambert  at 
all.      He  told  Lambert  that  there  was  more  in  connection  with  the  assassination 
of  Diern  than  appeared  in  the  Pentagon  Papers,-   but  that  he  wanted  to  think  about 
it  before  he  discussed  it  with  Lambert.      Lambert  doesn't  recall  whether  it  was 
at  this  meeting  or  a  subsequent  meeting  that  Colson  told  him  to  refer  to  the 
President's  September  16  press  conference  for  further  information. 

The  next  tin-ie  Lambert  was  in  Washington  was  during  the  -week  of  Septem- 
ber 28  through  October  1.      Lambert  thinks  it  was  during  this  week  that  Colson 
told  him  that  there  were  materials  found  in  the  investigation  of  the  Pentagon 
Papers  that  showed  an  additional  con->plicity  on  the  part  of  the  Kennedy  adminis- 
tration in  the  murder  of  Dienn  and  Nhu.     At  one  point,    as  they  v/alked  to  Colson's 
car,    Colson  mentioned  that  there  had  been  a  meeting  in  Harriman's  office    in 
•vjnnection  with  the  Diem  coup.      Colson  said  that  he  did  not  know  the  details  of 
r!;'^  meeting,    but  he  believed  there  was  some  form  of  a  written    record  or  trans- 
.  rip:. 

I  Colson  told  Lambert  that  he  v./ould  ha\-e  Hunt  get  in  touch  with  him  in  rela- 

■     ■-•   ::\e   3torv.      Whe;-    Lambert  asked  -v'-;^   H  •::^t  -.v-s,    Cclson  snid  that  he  I'.-as 
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a  Whice  House  consultant  who  had  been  reviewing  the  Pentagon  Papers   in  connec- 
tion svith  a  massive  leak  of  information.      Culson  said  that  there  had  been  a  panic 
in  connection  with  this  leak  and  that  Hunt  liad  been  called  in  as  a   result  of  this 
oanic.      It  seems  to  Lambert  that  there  were  two  or  three  meetings  or  calls  with 
Cols  on  before  Lambert  finally  conferred  with  Hunt.      Colson  had  said  at  first 
that  Lou  Conein  would  be  the  logical  contact  to  furnish  Lambert  v/ith  the  desired 
information,    then  at  some  later  time  he  said  he  would  have  Hunt  get  in  touch 
with  Lambert. 

Lambert  does  not  recall  whether  Hunt  first  called  him,    or  whether  Colson 
gave  him  (Lambert)  a  phone  number  and  he  called  Hunt.      Lambert  assumed  that 
since  Hunt  was  a  Whdte  House  consultant,    that  he  v/ould  have  an  office  in  the 
VAiite  House  or  in  the  EOB  offices.     Therefore,    Lambert  suggested  to  Hunt  over 
the  phone  that  Hunt  come  to  his  (Lambert's)  hotel  room  rather  than  Lambert's 
going  to  the  White  House.      Lambert  does  not  remember  the  exact  date  of  this 
telephone  conversation,    but  says  that  it  must  have  been  either  in  the  w^eek  of 
September  28  to  October  1,    or  in  the  week  of  October  5  to  October  8. 

Hunt  canie  to  Lambert's  hotel  room,    and  Lambert  found  him  to  be  a  very 
friendly,    likeable  man.     Lambert  asked  Hunt  if  he  had  access  to  any  of  the 
documents  Colson  had  referred  to,    that  is,    some  type  of  transcript  of  the  meet- 
ing.    Hunt  said  that  he  did  have  documentation,    but  that  the  materials  were  locked 
in  his  files.     Hunt  asked  Lambert  to  meet  him  at  his  office  at  the  Mullen  Company. 
Either  the  next  day  or  the  day  after  that,    Hunt  and  Lambert  met  at  the  Mullen 
Company.      During  this  meeting.    Hunt  produced  a  manilla  envelope  about  one- 
fourth  inch  thick  and  pulled  o.ut  a  sheaf  of  ZO  to  40  documents,    in  Lambert's 
estimation.      All  of  the  documents  were  State  Department  cables.     Lambert 
leafed  through  the  cables,    but  didn't  see  anything  of  particularly  great  signifi- 
cance.     -At  this  point,    he  cannot  recall  any  of  the  language  on  any  of  the  other 
documents.      Lambert  asked  Hunt  what  was  so  significant  about  the  cables,    and 
Hunt  shuffled  through  the  documents  and  picked  out  one.      (Hunt  has  testified  that 
there  were  paper  clips  on  the  documents,    but  Lambert  says  this  is  not  true. 
Hunt  also  said  that  he  and  Lambert  met  at  the  Mullen  Company  and  then  walked 
to  the  EOB,    and  Lanabert  says  that  this  is  not  true.  ) 


Some  of  the  cables  Lambert  saw  were  labeled  "Top  Secret"  but  the  parti- 
cular docun-ient'he  handled  was  labeled  '-'Secret.  "     Hunt  told  Lambert  that  the 
documents   came  out  of  the  CIA  files.      The  particular  document  given  to  Lam.bert 
by  Hunt  v/as  a  Xeroxed  copy  of  a  State  Department  cable.      There  -A-as  a  date  - 
time  oramp  in  the  corner,    but  the  date  on  th.e  document  v/as  obscure.      The  docu- 
rr..;:-.:  vas  one  pace,    and  Hunt  allowed  Lambsr:  :o  mai;e  a  verr'atim.    ha-dv/rirten 
c-"'py.      He  said  tiiat  he  could  not  allow  Lambert  :o  nir.l^e  a  Xerox    coav. 
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Lanbert  asked  Hunt  to  go  back  to  the  original  of  the  document  and  find 
oat  the  date  and  the  color  of  the  document.      Hunt  said  that  the  original  v/as 
blue,    and  that  the  date  on  the  original  wad  October  29,    1963.      Hunt  gave 
Lambert  this  information  later  in  a  teleohone  conversation. 


Lambert  asked  H'-mt  about  the  meeting  in  Harrinnan's  office  which  Colson. 
had  mentioned.      Hunt  informed  him  that  this  meeting  v.-as  not  important--that 
the  only    important  thing  was  this  particular  document.      Lambert  did  not  make 
notes  on  any  of  the  other  documents,    because  it  was  his  understanding  that  they 
would  be  made  available  to  him  later.      Hunt  told  Lambert  that  Lou  Conein  might- 
have  further  information  concerning  the  cables, -and  that  Lambert  should  call 
Conein.      He  wrote  Conein's  phone  number  down  for  Lambertj    indicating  that  the 
nuniber  was  unlisted.      Lambert  pressed  Hunt  for  the  original  of  the  document, 
and  Hunt  said  he  would  have  to  check  on  that.     Then  Lannbert  left  Hunt's  office 
and  told  Graves,    his  boss,    about  their  conversation  shortly  thereafter. 

Lambert  returned  to  Washington  on  October  12,    but  doesn't  recall  whether 
he  saw  Hunt  or  not.      He  called  Hunt  at  some  time  either  shortly  before  or 
shortly  after  October  12  and  again  asked  about  the  original  of  the  document- 
Lambert  says  he  must  have  seen  Hunt  or  talked  to  him  on  the  phone  at  least 
twice  between  October  8  and  October  12.      Lambert  insisted  to  Hunt  that  the  docu- 
ment'must  exist  in  more  than  one  place,    but  Hunt  disagreed.     Any  and  all  meet- 
ings between  Lambert  and  Hunt  were  held  in  the  Mullen  Company, 

Lambert  went  back  to  work  full  time  on  December  13,    when  he  began 
\yorking  for  the  Time  -   Life  News  Service.      He  talked  to  Hunt  several  times 
between  December  14  and  December  18.      Lambert  had  been  ill,    and  Colson  has 
stated  that  he  talked  to  Lambert  on  the  phone  during  the  period  of  this  illness-- 
Lambert  doesn't  recall  any  conversations  with  Colson  during  this  period. 

It  was  during  this  time  that  the  Hughes  book  came  out,    and  Lambert  had 
a  call  from  Colson  at  some  time  in  late  December  asking  if  Nixon  had  appeared 
in  the  book.      Lambert  had  not  yet  read  the  manuscript,    and  could  not  tell  Colson. 
Lan-ibert  stated  that  the  call  only  lasted  for  about  a  minute  and  a  half  and  that 
this  -Aras  the  last  time  Lannbert  spcke  to  Colson  until  after  the  Watergate  incident. 
All  during  the  period  between  the  call  and  the  Watsi'gate  break-in,    Lambert  tried 
to  get  in  touch  with  Colson  and  could  not  reach  him. 

Lambert  vy-as  again  in  Washington  t.-o.Ti  J.ir.v.ary  3  to  January  S  and  from 
"";-■-■'- ry   12  to  January  15.      .At  some  time  r..;rin^  this  period,    Hunt  told   Lambert 
"-■     ■    .:e   (Ku.it)   r.-d   ^iven  certal:-.  o:  t>.e  3'     ■,•   Dep?.  r:;r'.e.-.:  cc-bl-_>j   to   Lovi  Co-.5;r.. 


A:  this  !3oi.-.T  Limber":  n''.;'".ti;>ne''  'h  - '   'hi    :T-'.  ;i'.'.'^>  .=;''-, ;a:ion  'nld  v.ncovered 

■   .-.T-i   to  :'.-.o  T-.me  e::t  -t- s  i  mi.      L,r\  ■.•,-'- i  ^  :■     '•i;;-;^   ;•.,■;    -.-friem  bo  r  these   c^lis  bv.; 
.■■•.•p':->.one  ;r.em.r!s  frori  lii  ;   ottico   ir.di.-a  tin;  f.%'  ■  .if  ti-.c  c.-\Us.      He  did  not 


ntii  refentlv,    in'!  lie  did  wo':    ;-.j'j';ivc  or  answer  the  crilLs*-     iV 
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In  February,    after  the  Hughes  iT.atter  had  died  dov,-n,    Lambert  really 
beri-in  leaning  on  .Hunt  to  provide  the  document.     Colson  said  that  it  wasn't 
uf.'il   Lambert  began  leaning  on  Hunt  that  he  (Colson)  found  oiit  what  document 
it  Vv-as  that  Lambert  wanted,     .^t  this  point,    Lambert  had  not  begun  to  check 
out  other  sources  concerning  the  document. 

Other  dates  in  early  1972  when   Lambert  was  in  Washington  were:     February 
8  through  February  12;  February  14  through  February  13;  March  13  through 
March  18;  March  20  through  March  24;  April  3  through  April  8;  April  17  through 
April  21;  and  May  23  through  May  26.     During  this  period  of  early  spring, 
Lambert  had  a  number  of  contacts   with  Hunt,    but  doesn't  remennber  when  or  how 
many.      Lambert  had  talked  to  Hunt  before  he  went  to  Miami  about  the  Hughes 
matter.      This  was  in  Januar.y,    probably  during  the  week  before  his   (Lambert's) 
trip.      There  were  also  several  occasions  when  Lambert  went  to  the  Mullen  Com- 
pany,   but  Hunt  was  not  there. 

Sometime  during  the  period  from  May  23  through  May  26,    Lambert  had 
lunch  with  Hunt  at  Hunt's  club  in  Georgetown.      Hunt  had  been  out  of  town   prior 
to  this  meeting-- Lambert  thinks  it  was  probably  to  Mikmi.     Lambert  assumed 
that  all  during  the  time  when  he  had  not  seen  Hunt,    that  Hunt  had  retained  his 
position  as    '.Vhite  House  consultant.      This  luncheon  in  May  was  the  last  time 
Lambert  saw  Hunt  in  person.     Lambert  was   still  trying  to  persuade  Hunt  to 
obtain  the  document,    and  Lambert  had  no  suspicions  concerning  its  aifthenticity 
at  this  time.      All  during  the  spring  of  1972,    any  meetings  Lambert  had  with 
Hunt  were  with  the  major  purpose  of  obtaining  the  document. 

Colson  had  told  Lambert  at  some  time  in  late  1971  that  Hunt  had  put 
together  a  chronology  of  the  events  outlined  in  the  State  Department  cables  he 
had  collected.      L°ambert  also  tried  to  obtain  sonne  information  concerning  this 
chronology,    but  was  again  unsuccessful. 

At  this  point  Lambert  also  remembered  that  there  was  a  separate  telephore 
on  the  credenza  behind  Hunt's  desk  at  the  Mullen  Connpany  with  an  unlisted  num- 
ber.     During  one  of  his  visits,    Lambert  asked  Hunt  for  this  number,    and  Hunt 
said  no. 

Lambert  was  again  in  Washington  from  June  13  through  June  16.      He  is 
certain  that  he  did  not  see   Hunt  during  this  period,    although  he  may  have  tried 
to  ztt  in  touch  with  him.      Lambert   •.'.'as  worI<ing  on  other  stories  at  this  time, 
■T'.';  '.'.e  doesn't   remerr.bsr  exactlv  '.vhat  he  tlid  during  this  ".veek  in  Washington. 

Cfher  elites   ".r-.  "he  summer  '.f  'S'' 1  v.H..':i   L'linbert  vv-as   in  V.'ashingto.-i  v,  -re: 
■   !^  thro'.._':''  J.:'.'"  14:    "■.:1'"  i''^  t:".  "^  ^''.    '  21         ■ -i  .'■.  u^iist  1  th.r.T-ish  Augusr.  ■•■. 

.':U3t  l^.     Lart\:>e-:  '-""i    ■■    cor.'-.  :r;       •   ::■  =     \  ■■"-■    ■  :.c.    .--'.s   ::-.  ■'•■'.   roipi;zl  fr.^r- 
■■  •;:iJi!  A-^-ist   31.      LAn-'i.-v   j,.,..-,-  ;,j   :,.o-iIi  lm;:—;  r.^  Coldon  in  his  o::ic^ 
;   L-ia     p.-ri.ir;  ,i;  Ji:i»    '.'.:  ';'■,■>■;_;.■   J.;l-     i  ;.    i)';'    .:"'.'.  =:   th.it  It  [May  ha\-e  been  on 
)'..•:'.?.      r-f.;  --io-sr.'t   vjmoir.be  r  '['..:   .sr.Sjst  i  lire  ik  iW-i   c  jnv  e  r3  \Cior.. 
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Shortly  after  Hunt's  name  surfaced  in  the  V^atergate  case,    Lambert 
called  Bittman  and  told  him  he  wanted  to  talk  to -Hunt  about  a  matter  unrelated 
to  the  case,    but  didn't  tell  Bittman  about  the  document.      In  a  few  days.    Hunt 
called  Lambert  ai  his  hotel.      This  was  very  likely  either  the  week  of  July  10 
or  the  week  of  July  IS.      Lambert  had  promised  Bittman  that  he  didn't  want  to 
talk  to  Hunt  about  the  Watergate,    but  Hunt  promptly  brought  up  the  subject 
himself  by  telling  Lambert  that  he  was  going  to  have  to  go  to  jail.      Hunt  then 
said,    "That  God  damned  son  of  a  bitch  John  Dean  drilled  my  safe.  "      There  had 
been  personal  documents  in  the  safe,    according  to  Hunt,    and  an  explosive-  ITT 
memo.     Hunt  said  the  document  Lambert  wanted  was  also  in  the  safe.     'VVlien 
Lambert  asked  about  the  chronology  of  events  Colson  had  mentioned,    Hunt  told 
him  this  was  also  in  the  safe. 

After  this  conversation  with  Hunt,    Lambert  called  Colson's  office  and 
told  Colson's  secretary,    Joan  Hall,    that  he  had  just  talked  to  Hunt  and  wanted 
to  talk  to  Colson.     She  returned  shortly  to  say  that  they  didn't  want  to  talk   to 
anyone  about  Hunt.      Lambert  doesn't  remember  talking  to  Colson  at  all  durincj 
this  period     {the  period  of  Lambert's  heart  attack). 

On  Tuesday,    September  26,    Lambert  returned  to  work  on  a  part-time 
basis.      He  then  went  back  to  Washington  on  Monday,    October  2  and  returned  on 
October  6.     During  this  week  he  had  lunch  with  Colson  at  his  (Colson's)  office. 
Lambert  told  Colson  the  essence  of  the  Hunt  telephone  conversation.      They  also 
discussed  Watergate,    and  Colson  told  Lambert  that  he  knew  nothing  of  the 
scheme.      Lambert  mentioned  Hunt's  safe,    and  Colson  said  that  he  understood 
that  everything  went  to  the  FBI.      Lambert  argued  that  surely  top  secret  docu- 
ments wouldn't  be  sent  to  the  FBI.      Colson  told  Lambert  that  he  -"had  asked  Dean 
about  the  safe  and  that  Dean  had  told  him  not  to  ask  any  questions. 

In  talking  with  Colson  about  the  document,    Lambert  was  told  that  he  should 
^^  other  sources.      Colson  suggested  that  Lambert  try  Cabot  Lodge,    and  he 
gave  Lambert  the  phone  number.      Colson  also  told  Lambert  that  he  would  be 
better  off  to  forget  about  the  document- -that  it  was  now  unavailable. 

Lambert  also  asked  Colson  about  the  "explosive  ITT  memo"  mentioned  by 
Hunt,    and  Colson  said  that  it  was  nothing  .more  than  an  interview  v/ith  Dita 
Beard  and  that  there  v</as  nothing  explosive  .-'.bout  it.      Colson  said  that  Hunt  had 
ir.t3rviewed  a  number  of  people  in  connection  witli  t:-.e  ITT  case. 

Lambert  '.vas  in  V/ashington  from.  October  16  through 'October  20  and  fro.-n 
Octjoer  31  through  Xc  em'jor   3.      H-.-  "tur.;-;:;  he  h.'^.d  .i  corv.'e  r.^ation  v/i:h  Cols.:':! 
ci  irir.g  this  pc-ri'jc  and  ti'.?.t  CoisOi.    .i^'iln   2':_t:e3tjc:  Limb.;rt   see   Caboi  Loi-e. 
Cjliion  s-iid  iv-  had  hp.d  lunch  v.-ith  C;ibot   L.'.d^^o  and  that  Cabot  Lod^e  had  alluded 
'-■-••   s  -.-no  cables  that  had  not    ippearsd  in  r!'.e  Pontatron   Pap.^rs,    s-.ying  it  was 
••;::;->ac>  that  i:\-jy  had  not. 
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House,  Department  of  Justice,  and  CIA  on  the  subject  of  retrieval  by 
the  CIA  of  CIA  information  furnished  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 

THE    HOWARD    HTTXT    FILES 

Prior  to  a  meeting  I  had  with  Mr.  Dean  and  Mr.  Ehrlichraan  in 
Mr.  Ehrlichman's  office  on  the  evening  of  June  28,  1972,  I  had  no 
knowledge  from  any  source  whatever  of  the  existence  of  these  partic- 
ular files  or  of  the  information  and  instructions  I  was  to  receive  that 
evening. 

I  arrived  at  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  office  at  about  6 :30  p.m.  that  evening 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  with  him  the  many  rum.ors  and  allega- 
tions concerning  leaks  of  information  from  the  FBI  regarding  the 
H  atergate  investigation.  One  of  his  secretaries  told  me  to  go  right  on 
into  his  private  office.  Mr.  Dean  was  in  the  office  talking  with  !Mr. 
Ehrlichman.  I  remember  being  surprised  at  Mr.  Dean's  presence  be- 
cause I  had  not  known  that  he  would  be  at  the  meeting. 

After  the  usual  greetings  were  exchanged,  Mr.  Ehrlichman  said 
something  very  close  to,  "John  has  something  that  he  wants  to  turn 
over  to  you."  I  then  noticed  that  Mr.  Dean  had  in  his  hands  two  white 
manila,  legal-size  file  folders.  It  is  my  recollection  that  these  folders 
were  not  in  envelopes  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Dean  then  told  me  that  these  files  contained  copies  of  sensitive 
and  classified  papers  of  a  political  nature  that  Howard  Hunt  had 
been  working  on.  He  said  that  they  have  national  security  implica- 
tions or  overtones,  have  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  Watergate  and 
have  no  bearing  on  the  "Watergate  investigation  whatsoever.  Either 
Mr.  Dean  or  Mr.  Ehrlichman  said  that  these  files  should  not  be  allowed 
to  confuse  or  muddy  the  issues  in  the  Watergate  case. 

I  asked  whether  these  files  should  become  a  part  of  our  FBI  Water- 
gate file.  Mr.  Dean  said  these  should  not  become  a  part  of  our  FBI 
Watergate  file,  but  that  he  wanted  to  be  able  to  say,  if  called  upon 
later,  that  he  had  turned  all  of  Howard  Hunt's  files  over  to  the  FBI. 

I  distinctl)-  recall  Mr.  Dean  saying  that  these  files  were  "political 
dynamite,"  and  "clearly  should  not  see  the  light  of  day." 

It  is  true  that  neither  Mr.  Ehrlichman  nor  Mr.  Dean  expressly 
instructed  me  to  destroy  the  files.  But  there  was,  and  is,  no  doubt  in 
my  mind  that  destruction  was  intended.  Neither  Mr.  Dean  nor  ^Mr. 
Ehrlichman  said  or  implied  that  I  was  being  given  the  documents 
personally  merelj-  to  safeguard  against  leaks.  As  I  believe  each  of  them 
testified  before  this  committee  the  ^^Tiite  House  regarded  the  FBI  as 
a  source  of  leaks.  The  clear  implication  of  the  substance  and  tone  of 
their  remarks  was  that  these  two  files  were  to  be  destroyed  and  I 
interpreted  this  to  be  an  order  from  the  counsel  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States  issued  in  the  presence  of  one  of  the  two  top  assist- 
ants to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  my  recollection  that  I  asked  for  large  brown  envelopes  in 
which  to  place  the  files.  I  believe  tliat  Mr.  Dean  stepped  briefly  into 
the  outer  office  to  obtain  the  envelopes  and  plitced  each  file  in  a  sep- 
arate brown  envelope  in  ^[^.  Ehrlichman's  inner  office  and  handed 
them  to  me. 

Altliough  my  memory  is  not  perfecth-  clear  on  this.  I  believe  ilr. 
Dean  tlien  left  Mr.  Ehilichman's  office  aiul  I  staved  for  o  or  10  minutes 


(1076) 


62.11     L.    PATRICK  GRAY  TESTIMONY,   AUGUST  Z,    197Z,    9  SSC  3467-70 

3468 

to  discuss  the  rumors  and  allegations  of  leaks  from  the  FBI.  These 
were  the  same  rumoi-s  that  had  been  rampant- in  the  first  week  of  the 
investigation.  I  believe  tliat  I  told  Mr.  Ehrlichnian  that  I  had  spoken 
to  all  of  the  agents  assigned  to  the  case  and  was  quite  confident  that 
these  leaks  had  not  come  from  the  FBI. 

I  then  left  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  office  with  the  two  manila  envelopes 
containing  the  files,  went  to  my  car,  placed  the  files  in  my  briefcase, 
and  proceeded  to  my  apartment.  I  placed  the  files  on  a  closet  shelf 
mider  my  shirts.  After  2  or  3  weeks  I  took  them  into  the  office  and 
placed  them  in  my  personal  safe. 

To  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  removed  the  files  to  my  home  in 
Stonington,  Conn.,  in  late  September  or  early  October  1972  and  placed 
them  in  a  chest  of  drawers  in  the  area  just  outside  my  bedroom.  I 
intended  to  burn  them  but  I  did  not  get  around  to  doing  so  until  after 
my  illness,  hospitalization,  and  convalescence  in  the  latter  half  of 
November  and  December. 

I  distinctly  i-ecall  that  I  burned  them  during  Christmas  week  with 
the  Christmas  and  household  paper  trash  that  had  accumulated  imme- 
diately following  Christmas.  To  this  point  I  had  not  read  or  examined 
the  files.  But  inrmediatcly  before  putting  them  in  the  fire  I  opened  one 
of  the  files.  It  contained  what  appeared  to  be  copies  of  "top  secret" 
State  Department  cablegrams.  I  read  the  first  cable.  I  do  not  recall 
the  exact  language  but  the  text  of  the  cable  implicated  officials  of  the 
Kennedy  administration  in  the  assassination  of  President  Diem  of 
South  Vietnam.  I  had  no  reason  then  to  doubt  the  authenticity  of  the 
"cable"  and  was  shaken  at  what  I  read.  I  thumbed  through  the  other 
cables  in  this  file.  They  appeared  to  be  duplicates  of  the  first  cable. 
I  merely  thumbed  through  the  second  of  the  two  files  and  noted  that 
it  contained  onionskin  copies  of  correspondence.  I  did  not  absorb  the 
subject  matter  of  the  correspondence  and  do  not  today,  of  ray  own 
knowledge,  know  what  it  was. 

AEr.  Dean  has  de.scribed  in  testimony  before  this  committee  a  con- 
versation with  me  at  a  Department  of  Justice  luncheon  which  he 
placed  during  or  shortly  after  January  of  this  year,  at  which  I  alleg- 
edly told  him  to  "hang  tight"  on  not  disclosing  my  receipt  of  the  docu- 
ments and  informed  him  that  I  had  destroyed  them.  I  recall  no  such 
meeting  or  conversation  with  Mr.  Dean  at  a  Department  of  Justice 
luncheon,  and  my  records  do  not  indicate  any  such  luncheon  meeting. 

I  shall  now  set  forth  for  the  conmiittee  my  recollection  of  all  con- 
versations I  have  had  with  Messrs.  Dean,  Ehrlichnian,  and  others 
about  the  June  28  meeting  and  its  aftermath. 

I  believe  that  ]Mr.  Dean  called  me  at  my  home  in  Connecticut  in  late 
October  or  early  Noven Aer.  As  I  recall  it.  he  asked  me  on  that  occasion 
if  I  stiU  had  the  two  files  he  gave  to  me.  I  said  I  did  and  that  they  were 
in  a  safe  place  in  my  home  at  Stonington.  I  believe  Mr.  Dean  asked  if 
I  had  read  them  and  I  ^ild  him.  tnithfully,  that  I  had  not. 

The  sequence  of  the  next  discussions  I  had  alxjut  these  files  is  some- 
what hazy  in  my  mind.  My  best  recollection  now  is  that  over  a  span  of 
several  days  during  my  confirmation  hearings  in  early  March  of  this 
year  I  had' discussions  "on  the  subject  with  Assistant  Attorney  General 
iPetersen.  John  Dean,  and  John  PMirlichman.  in  that  order.  I  believe 
that  Mr.  Petersen  called  me  and  told  nie  that  Dean  had  stepped  out  of 
an  interview  beinji;  conducted  bv  assistant  U.S.  attornevs  in  Mr.  Peter- 
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sen's  presence  to  inform  Mr.  Petersen  that  he  had  turned  two  files  from 
Hum's  safe,  liaring  nothino;  to  do  witli  Waterirate.  over  to  nie.  Mr. 
Petei'sen  told  me  that  he  informed  Dean  to  take  it  up  with  me  and 
asked  me  if  Dean  had  done  so.  I  told  Mr.  Petersen,  truthfully,  that 
Dean  had  not.  I  certainly  did  not  acknowledge  to  ilr.  Petersen  that 
Mr.  Dean  had  turned  o\er  any  such  tiles  to  me  but  I  do  not  recall  Mr. 
Petersen  asking  me  that  question  on  this  occasion. 

I  must  acknowledge  the  possibility,  however,  that  Mr.  Petersen  may 
have  asked  me  if  Dean  had  turned  o\er  such  files  to  me.  If  he  did  ask, 
I  am  ceilain  that  I  would  have  denied  receipt  of  such  files  because  of 
the  instructions  I  received  from  Messi'S.  Ehrlichman  and  Dean  on 
June  28,  the  information  I  had  been  given  about  their  national  security 
implications  and  the  injunction  that  they  '"should  never  see  the  light 
of  day." 

I  recall  calling  John  Dean  shortly  thereafter  and  asking  him 
whether  he  had  told  Henry  Petersen  about  the  two  files.  He  told  me 
that  he  had.  I  then  asked  him,  in  effect,  if  he  told  Mr.  Petersen  the 
whole  storj-,  namely,  that  the  files  were  given  to  me  in  John  Ehrlich- 
man's  presence  with  the  assurance  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
Watergate,  were  sensitive  and  classified  with  national  security  over- 
tones, should  not  be  part  of  the  FBI  files,  were  political  dynamite  and 
clearly  should  not  see  the  light  of  day.  He  said  he  had  not  told  Mr. 
Petersen  all  of  this.  I  told  Mr.  Dean  that,  if,  as  I  had  boen  assured, 
these  files  were  of  the  character  he  described  and  had  nothing  to  do 
with  Watergate  he  ought  not  to  be  discussing  them  at  all  but  that,  if 
he  did,  he  should  at  least  tell  Mr.  Petersen  the  full  story  of  their  sig- 
nificance and  the  instnictions  to  me. 

Within  a  few  days  after  this  call,  perhaps  the  next  day,  I  called  John 
Ehrlichman.  This  is  the  convereation  which,  unknown  to  me,  John 
Ehrlichman  tape-recorded.  I  believe  this  committee  has  a  transcript 
of  that  tape.  I  believe  this  call  to  be  a  call  reflected  in  my  logs  as  made 
on  March  6,  1973,  at  6:;>4  p.m.  I  come  to  this  conclusion  in  subs-tantial 
part  because  at  the  outset  of  the  conversation  the  transcript  reports 
me  as  informing  Ehrlichman  that  during  my  confirmation  liearings 
"this  moining."  members  of  the  Judicinry  Committee  received  copies 
of  a  letter  from  the  American  Ci\il  Libei-ties  Union  objecting  to  m)' 
ofl'er  that  members  of  the  JudiciaiT  Co.mmittee  could  examine  the 
entire  FBI  Watergate  file.  The  transcript  of  my  confirmation  hearings 
reveals  that  such  a  letter  was  received  by  the  committee  on  the  morning 
of  March  6. 

The  transcript  of  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Ehrlichman  also 
reveals  that  I  state  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that:  "I  am  being  p\ished 
awfully  hard  in  certain  areas  and  I  am  lot  gi\-ing  an  inch  and  you 
know  those  areas."  The  assumption  appiai-s  to  have  been  made  by 
Mr.  Ehrlichman  and  by  various  membei-s  of  this  committee  in  their 
questioning  of  Mr.  Ehrlichman  that  the  "certain  areas"  in  which  I  was 
being  pushed  was  the  receipt  by  the  FBI  of  the  contents  of  Hunt's  safe. 
In  fact  the  subject  of  the  contents  of  Hunt's  safe  did  not  arise  in  my 
confirmation  hearings  until  the  next  day,  !MaJch  7. 

I  was  being  pushed,  however,  with  respect  to  my  turning  nvei-  FBI 
reports  to  Mr-.  Dean  and  it  was  clear  to  me  that  my  relationship  with 
3Ir.  Dean  v.-as  coming  under  increasing  criticism  by  members  of  the 
Judiciary  Committee.  Tiiere  is  no  doubt  that  I  was  concerned  that  the 
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committee  would,  as  it  subsequently  did,  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
ot  the  turnover  to  the  FBI  of  the  contents  of  Hunt's  safe.  Because  of 
tlie  instructions  I  had  received  from  :Messi-s.  Dean  and  Ehrlichnian 
when  the  two  files  were  given  to  me  and  my  absolute  conviction  that 
these  hies,  tini^ed  with  political  and  national  security  implications, 
iiad  nothing  whatsoever  to  do  with  Watergate,  I  had  no  intention  of 
volunteering  to  the  committee  my  receipt  and  destniction  of  these  files 
and  did  not  do  so.  I  would  not  and  did  not  make  any  false  statements 
under  oath  but  I  acknowledge  that  I  purposely  did  not  volunteer  this 
mrormation  to  the  committee. 

I  justified  my  reticence  not  only  because  I  then  believed  in  the  recti- 
tude ot  the  admmisti-ation  whose  nominee  I  was  and  in  the  int€<rritv 
ot  the  men  who  gave  me  the  files  and  instructions,  but  because  my  brief 
°u  Vt*i  ^^  "*  ^^'^^^  Department  cables  had  confirmed  for  me 
What  I  thought  were  overwhelming  considerations  of  national  securitv 
1  had  no  way  of  knowing  then,  of  course,  that  the  cables  were  fab- 
ricated nor,  I  might  add,  did  I  know  then  what  I  have  since  leanied— 
that  I  was  being  left,  in  Mr.  Ehrlichman's  elegant  phrase,  to  '^hang 
there  and  twist  slowly  in  the  wind."  " 

It  was  in  this  conte.Yt,  and  knowing  that  Mr.  Dean  had  already  told 
Mr.  Petersen  about  the  files,  that  I  had  my  convereation  with  Mr. 
Ehrhchman  on  March  6.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the  message  I  intended 
to  give  to  Mr.  Ehrhchman  was  that  he  should  tell  Mr.  Dean  that  he 
should  not  disclose  the  deliveiT  to  me  of  those  two  files 

At  about  10:30  p.m.  on  the  evening  of  April  1.5,  1973,  I  received  a 
call  from  Mr.  Ehrhchman.  His  remarks  were  very  short,  tei^.  and  to 
the  point.  He  simply  told  me  that  Dean  had  been  talking  to  the  prose- 
cutors for  some  time  and  "we  think  you  ought  to  know  about  it."  It 
was  obvious  from  his  tone  and  th.e  manner  in  which  he  spoke  that  no 
ques  ions  were  mvited  and  none  were  asked.  I  merely  said  thanks  as  he 
^^^s  hanging  up  the  phone.  I  may  have  said.  '-Goodie vening,  John"  or 
Hello.  John^  when  I  picked  up  the  phone  and  it  is  my  fiim  recollec- 
tion that  he  started  talking  right  away  and  made  no  response. 

At  shortly  after  11  p.m.  Ehrlichman  called  me  again.  This  time  his 
remarks  were  pist  as  short,  terse,  and  to  the  point.  He  said.  "Dean  has 
been  talking  about  the  files  he  gave  you  and  you  better  check  your  hole 

I  said,  "John,  those  papers  were  destroyed  lono-  a"-o  " 

Again  It  was  plain  and  obvious  fron^  his  tone'and  the  manner  in 
wtuch  he  spoke  that  no  questions  were  invited  and  none  were  a.sked. 

Botn  ot  these  calls  were  of  extremely  short  duration,  less  than  15 
seconds  each.  His  nianner  was  fast  talking  and  he  seemed  tense. 

I  know  that  Mr  Ehrhchman  has  testified  that  in  these  conversations 

ml  in  .1  ?  1  ".oi'lcV^^""'  r'^^^i^i"?  t'^e  files  and  asked  him  to  support; 
me  in  that  denial.  I  have  absolutely  no  recollection  of  such  an  exchan-e 
and  believe  that  both  conversations  were  substantially  as  I  have 
descnbed   them     I   realize    that    the   convei^ations  mai"  have   been 

^£cm-ded  without  my  knowledge. 

~TTTi  :\ronday.  April  16,  IDTsTat  10:,5-t  a.m..  Assistant  Attorney  Gen- 
e  al  Potei-sen  cameto  see  me.  He  said  that  Mr.  Dean  told  the  prose- 
cutoT-s  he  had  turned  over  two  of  Hunfs  files  to  me.  I  denied  that  I  had 
recened  them.  Mr.  Petereen  went  on  to  say  that  .Mr.  Dean  had  said 
these  two  hies  had  nothing  to  do  with  Watergate.  He  also  said  that 
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63.     On  August  12,  1971  Young,  Hunt  and  Liddy  net  with  the  CIA  staff 
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profile  to  discuss  further  development  of  the  profile.   Young  told  the 
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profile  and  stated  that  the  President  had  been  informed  of  the  study. 
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Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


STATE  OF  VIRGINIA) 

)33. 

COUNTY  OF  FAIRFAX) 


AFFIDAVIT 

I,         (a                             being  first  duly  sworn,  depose  and  say: 
1.   I  was  bom  on  2  September  1928,  was  graduated  fro™  


College,  and  School  of  Medicine, 

and  have  been  employed  by  the  Central  Intelligence 

Agency  since  November  1958.   I  have  been  in  the  Psychiatric  Staff  of 
the  Office  of  Medical  Services  of  the  Agency  since  that  time. 

2.   In  the  summer  of  1971  the  Medical  Office  was  approached  by 
the  Director  of  Security  concerning  the  preparation  of  a  psychiatric 
study  on  Daniel  Ellsberg,  who  had  been  accused  of  leaking  the  Pentagon 
papers.   To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  ny  understanding  from 
the  Director  of  Medical  Services  that  the  DCI  was  knowledgeable  and  had 
approved' the  Director  of  Security's  visit  and  the  request  that  was  being 
made  of  the  Medical  Office.   There  was  general  reservation  and  concern 
expressed  about  such  an  effort  involving  as  it  did  potentially 
controversial  and  highly  speculative  efforts.   It  was  felt  that  such 
activity,  involving  as  this  did  an  American  citizen,  might  be  outside  of 
the  Agency's  purview.   It  was  recognized  that  such  efforts,  while 
desirable  in  some  quarters,  could  be  misunderstood,  misinterpreted,  and 
mistakenly  considered  to  have  been  derived  from  the  doctor-patient 
therapeutic  relationship  which  was  in  fact  far  from  the  case.   An  initial 
effort  was  prepared  by  Dr.      <^       under  the  direction  of  myself 
based  upon  a  review  of  magazine  and  newspaper  articles  containing 
biographical  data  about  Ellsberg,  as  well  as  some  FBI  documents  consisting 
of  interview  reports  by  informants  about  Ellsberg. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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3.      On    12  August    1971,    on   Instructions    from   the  Director   of 
Medical   Services,    the  writer   met  with   Mr.    David  Young,    Room   16,    Executive 
Office   Building,    to  discuss    the  matter  of   a   psychiatric  write-up  on   the 
case  of  Daniel   Ellsberg.      Mr.    Young,    at    the   time  the  appointment  was   made, 
had  stated   that    there  was   more   Information  which  he  wished    to  discuss. 
The  meeting  lasted   for  approximately   an  hour  and  Mr.   Young  was   joined  by 
a  Mr.    Llnney    (probably  Llddy) ,    who  seemed  to  be  an  assistant.      Mr.   Young 
stated   that   the  EUsberg  study  had   the  highest   priority  and  had  been 
requested  by  Mr.    Ehrllchman  and  Dr.    Kissinger.      Mr,    Young  also  stated   that 
the  President  had  been  informed  of   this   study.      He  stated   that    it  was   a 
multi-faceted  approach  and   the   psychiatric  report  would  be  only  one   facet. 
He  stated   that  he   understood  that    the  Agency  was   uneasy   about   undertaking 
such  a  study   and   assured  me  that   there  had  been  no  delineation  as   to  how 
Information  derived  from  the  study  would  be  utilized,    and   If   there  were 
any  utilization  that   great   care  would  be  given  to  make  it  nonattrlbutable 
to  the  Agency.      Mr.   Young  was   interested   in  knowing  what   kind  of  data 
would  bcneeded  In  order  to  provide   further  study  of   the  sort  done 
"on  Fidel  Castro."     Later  on  Mr.    Howard  Hunt   joined   the  group.      Hr.   Hunt 
recognized  me,    being  a   former  Ap,ency   employee,    and  we  greeted   cordially, 
Mr.   Hunt   amplified  on  Mr.   Young's    comments   and  stated   it  was  his  wish   to 
"try  Dr.    Ellsberg  In  public."     Other  comments  were  made  by  Mr.   Hunt  or 
"Mr,   Llnney"   to  the  effect    that   the  aim  would  be  to  render  Dr.    Ellsberg 
Ineffective  or   to  make  him  the  object  of  pity  as   a  broken  man.      Mr,  Hunt 
stated   that  he  wished   to  see   data  of   the  sort    that   "psychiatrists   found  out 
about  Barry  Goldwater   In   1964,"  and  he  expressed  Interest  In  being  able 
to  refer   In  a  knowledgeable  way   to  Dr.    Ellsberg's   oedlpal  conflicts  or 
castration   fears   and  other  similar  points, 

4.      It   seemed   from  Mr.    Young   and   "Mr.   Llnney"  that   there  was 
considerable  concern  that  Dr.    Ellsberg  had   a  great  deal  more  sensitive 
Information  which   it  was    feared  he  would    from  time  to   time  periodically 
expose.      "Mr.   Llnney"  stated   that    Dr.    Ellsberg  thought   of  himself  as 
"having   the  white  hat    and  the  President  as  having  the  black  hat." 
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5.  A  discussion  was   held  with   the   group  concernlni;  the  dangers    of 
preparing  such  a  study   In   isolation  and  without   the  opportunity   for  the 
free   give  and   take  discussions   anions*   experts,   as  had  been   Che  case  In  our 
other  studies.      I  was    Informed  that   more  biographic   material  was   available. 
1  was   requested  to  give  examples   of   the  kind  of  Information  needed.      I 
pointed   out   that   insofar  as    possible,    "although   possibly   not   available," 
data   from  early   life    from  nurses   or  close  relatives  would  be  useful.      I 
agreed  with   "Mr.   Llnney"   that   school   progress,    including  testing,   would  be 
helpful.      In   the  same  way,   year  books,   his  years    in   college  and   In   the 
military,    coinnents    from   friends  would  be  helpful.      Mr.    Hunt   also  stated 
that   It  would  be  useful   for  Dr.    Ellsberg's   first  wife   to  be   interviewed 
and  he  felt,      "You  can  easily  arrange  that  under  an  operational  alias." 

It  was  pointed  out   that   the  first  Mrs.    Ellsberg  would  be  cooperative. 

6.  Infomation  was   also  offered  by  Mr.   Hunt  or   "Mr.    Llnney"  to 
the  effect   that  Dr.    Ellsberg  had  been   In  analysis  although   times   or  - 
location  were  not   known   for  certain.      "Mr.    Llnney"  pointed   out   that  after 
Dr.    Ellsberg  gave  the  Pentagon  papers   away,   he   telephoned  his   analyst 
stating,    "Now  I  am  free." 

7.  "Mr.    Llnney"   and  Mr.   Young,  with  Mr.   Hunt's   assent,    pointed 
out  that'  the  Ellsberg  study  was  of   the  highest  priority,   even  over  the 
SALT  negotiations.      It  was   agreed  that   the   further  biographic  InforTnatlon 
regarding  Dr.   Ellsberg  would  be  sent   to  us  and  Mr.   Hunt   agreed   to  manage 
this.      Mr.   Hunt  would  also  make  arrangements  whereby   periodic   conferences 
would  be  held  as   necessary.      Mr.   Hunt  did,   however,    offer  that  he  did   not 
wish   to  come  out   to  the  Agency   if  he  could  avoid  It. 

8.  At   this   point  Mr.   Hunt   made  some  comments    in  the  presence  of 
the  group  based  on  his   previous   acquaintanceship  with  me  and  he  remained 
behind   and   made   some    further   comments   expressing  a  desire  that  his 
presence  and  participation   In  the  meeting  not  be  mentioned   at   the  Agency. 
After  arriving  back  at   the  Agency   I    Informed  Mr.   Hunt  by   telephone   that 
it  was  not   feasible   for  me  to  avoid   reporting  Mr.   Hunt's    presence  at    the 
meeting.    Mr.    Hunt   expressed    great    regret    that    this  was   necessary, 
stating  that  he  had   adequate   contact  with  General  Cushman  and  was   on   good 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


(1084) 


63.1      CIA  STAFF  PSYCHIATRIST  AFFIDAVIT^   MAY  9,    1973 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Committee  staff 


terms  with   the  Director.      He  was    reluctant  agreeing  to  ny   statenent 

that   It  was  necessary   to  Infom  the  Director  of  Medical  Services. 
Mr.   Hunt  wished  to  know   if   this  could  be  treated   as   confidential  nedlcal 
Information,   but    could   not    tell   the  writer  in  what  way.      I   discussed   the 
entire  situation — the   dangers    and    the   reservations    and    the   gravity   of 
the  situation  with    the   Deputy    Chief,    Psychiatric  Staff,    the   Director 
and  Deputy  Director  of  Medical  Services. 


9.     On    13  August   1971,    additional   information  was   received   from 
the  White  House.      To   the  best   of   ray   knowledge  this  was   from  Howard  Hunt 
and  consisted  of   poorly  Xeroxed  classified  FBI   reports   and  Department  of 
State  documents.     This  material  provided  additional  data  and    on 
20  August   1971  the  Director  of  Medical  Services   and  the  writer  met  with 
the  Deputy  Director   for  Support    concerning  the  l-Jhite  House  request   in 
the  Ellsberg  case  and   the  continuing  pressure  and   desire   for   a  psychiatric 
study.      The  problems   associated  with   developing  the  study  and   our 
continuing  reservations  were  discussed   in  detail.      In  view  of  Mr.    Hunt's 
enthusiasm,   concerns  existed  about   the   checks  and  balances   to  actions 
based  on  a  study   if   one  were   to  be  undertaken.      To  the  best  of  cty  recall 
the  Deputy  Director   for  Support  was    in  agreement  with  us.     While  the 
additional   information   furnished   further  suggested   that  Ellsberg  was 
under  emotional  pressure  it  was   not   possible  to  arrive  at   any   firm 
conclusions   or  comprehensive  understanding  of   the  man's   personality. 
The  additional  information  indicated   that: 

a.  He  had  revealed  quasi-Secret    information  while 
still   in  the  service  when  he  was   applying  for  a 
Ph.D.    fellowship. 

b.  He  had  volunteered   for  Vietnamese  service   for   the 
State  Department   In  1965  while  under  the  stress  of 
obtaining  a  divorce    from  his   first  wife. 

c.  He  had   sought    psychoanalytic    treatment   between   the 
fall  of   1968   and   1970  with  a  psychoanalyst    (who  was 
determined   to  be   professionally   qualified   and 
reputable)    in   California. 
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AFFIDAVIT 

I,  ^  bjxnj  first  duly  c::o~n,   dep333  asci  S2.y: 

1.  I  '.■as  boL-n  on  2  o3pte.i"oer  1>23,   uas  graiu:=te(i  frci 
CollOoG,  ana  y  School  o?  I^aiicic-s, 

—    --J   a:id  have   jssn  es-pioyed  by  the  Central  Iniallig^aaa 
Agency  since  iiove.-iber  1953.  -  I  have  been  in  the  Psychiatric  StaTf  of 
the  OfiTics  of  Iledical  Serv-ices  of  the  Agency  since  th-at  tine. 

2.  In  the  sunnsr  of  1571  the  I'edicsil  Office  i.-as  approachad  oy 
Jtlje  Director  of  Sec-irity  concerning  the  preparation  of  a  psyciiiatric 
study  on  Daniel  EUsberg,   vho  had  been  accused  of  leaking  the  Perrtagoa 
papers.     To  the  best  of  0^-  recollection,   it  was  n;'-  un-ier standing  fron 
the  Director  of  I'adical  Ser'/lces  that  the  DCI  tr-as  knowledgeable  and  had. 
approved  the  Director  of  Security's  visit  and  the  request  that  iras  bsins 
made  of  the  Kedical  Office.     There  v/as  general  reservation  and  concern 
expressed  about  such  an  effort  involving  as  it  did  potentially 
controversial  and  highly  speculative  efforts.     It  \rzs  felt  that  such 
activity,    involving  as  this  did  an  Anerican  citizen,   might  be  outside  of 
th(3  Asency's  purviev.     It  i.-as  recognized  tiiat  such  efforts,  vhile 
desirable  in  sore  quarters,    could  be  misunderstood,  risinterpreted,  and 
Edstalcenli'  considered  to  have  b:=en  derived  fron  the  doctor-patient 
therapeutic  relationchip  :r'->ich  -,-a3  in  fact  far  fi-cn  the  case.     An  initial 
effort  -.j-as  prepared  by       Dr.    1  luni^r  the  direction  of  r.;'33lf 
b-asc-d  upon  a  reviev  of  r^^azine  a--d  ne-.r^paper  articles  contcining 
biographical  data  abo-.:t  lilloberg,    ao  -..'ell  as  sonic  "31  dccu.-r'.jr.ts  consisting 
of  inter->.'ie:.-  reports  by  inTor  ranto  about  Sllsberg. 

NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA   EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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3.   0.1  12  /.■iiust  1>71,  on  instructions  Tro.i  the-  Siractor  at 
Vertical  £)>r-.-icos,  t'lD  irritcr  r.?t  -./ith  i'r.  Davii  I'O'j.-i.j,  ?.oo3  1^,  E;:r:cutlYt 
Oii'ico  3^iildir-,  to  di::cuor;  t;-?  ::ia.tter  ot'  a  p:;/chiatrio  •.rrl'ti-ap  on.  ths 
ca30  of  Daniel  liHl:;")"!/-^.  Vx.   'io:i.\~,    o.'c   the  tir.r;  t';:;  ar)poi.:-.t-:::.-'.t  -..-is  r^aie 
had  stat'r^d  that  there  vas  i.iora  ir.ror:i-ation  '..-hich  hs  xn.z'T.'^t   to  (liscusG. 
Tiia  naetinjj  lasted  foi-  ap,7ro;u.r!a';2ly  c-n  ho'.ir  anri  I'jr.  loun^  -..-as  Jciasa  07 
a  Mr.  Linacy  (px-obably  Liddy),  -mo  saer.ea  to  bi  oi\   aGsistaat.   :>.  ic-jr.j 
stated  that  ths  Sllsb=r?  jtud/  had  th-;  hi^hast  priority  ar.d  had  basn. 
re^iussted  by  it.  EIirlich.iaiT  and  Dr.  Kissinger.  Mr.  Yoiuis  also  stated  x.'zsr 
the  Prssider^t  had  baaa  infomed  of  this  stud;-.  Ea  stated  that  it  --?-  a 
nulti-faceted  approach  and  the  psychiatric  repori;  \.-ould  be  onlj-  033  faaet. 
Ks  stated  that  he  understood  that  the  Agency  vas  uneasy  about  undertaiiia^ 
such  a  study  and  ass'ored  ce  that  there  had.  been  no  delineatica  as  to  bo~ 
inforriation  derived  frcn  the  study  '.rould  be  utilized,  and  if  there  vere 
any  utilization  that  great  care  \rould  be  given  to  ir:ak.e  it  nonattributable 
to  the  Agency.  Vx.   Young  »ras  interested  in  knoid-ns  what  !-:xnd  of  data 
would  be  needed  in  order  to  pro«-ide  further  study  of  the  sort  done 
"on  Fidel  Castro."  Later  on  I'x.   Howard  Hunt  joined  the  group.  Vx.   Eunt 
recognized  ne,  being  a  former  Agency  enployee,  and  ve  greeted  cordiaUjr. 
I'lr.  Hunt  amplified  on  Mr.  Young's  coansnts  and  stated  it  uas  his  trtsh.  to 
"try  Dr.  EUsberg  in  public."  Other  come'ats  were  made  by  I'x.   Hunt  or  - 
"iir.  Linney"  to  the  effect  that  the  aia  v.-ould  be  to  rendar  Bi-".  Sllsbarg 
ineffecti-/3  or  to  r^a^;e  iiin  the  object  of  pity  as  a  brc;:en  nan.  Iir.  Eurrfc 
stated  that  ;ie  irished  to  see  data  of  the  sort  that  "psychiatrists  fo-.:sd.  0:1-: 
about  Barry  Goldwater  in  19o'+, "  and  he  e:^ressed  interest  in  beinj  able 
to  refer  in  a  'oioirlcdgeable  i.'ay  to  Dr.  Ellaberg's  oedipal  conflicts  or 
castratio.i  fears  and  other  3i:ailar  points.  ' 

k.     It  sear.ed  frc.a  \'x .   YofJig  end  "'.'x.   Liiiney"  that  thera  vas 
considerable  concern  that  'Cfj .   Ellsbjr^  had  a  great  deal  nore  s;;n3itive 
info--.-?-iti.on  -.-hich  it  -..as  f-;ared  l.e  '.-o-.ld  froa  tir.a  to  tiz:a  psririiiall;- 
o;riO--.o.  "i'x.   Linnoy"  sir-ced  that  Dr.  Sllsberj  thco^ht  of  ;u..-32lf  as 
"h.v.-in;;  the  ■ihito  hat  jnl   th.7  ?■.•,. -."..iT-.t  as  hi-.-ing  the  blacV:  hat." 
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i'  5-     ''■  <ii-f-'  iy3ion  v^o  hild  -..-ttli  t;;G  ijvoj-j  con-::trnir.,3  t:;-j  d2i:3=-3  o 

i: 

;■  pro::  Li- i.  \ J  3uoh  a  i'.v.'.y  .".r.  i2ol-'.-..j.o:i  :'-r!?.  -(IthTt-.  t:;o  o^no--t-r'.i-;y  for  tr.2 

I'  .Ci-oe  ivivj  f^id   ta;-.':  fU-jcu33ion3  c-on,-;  ercjifhs,   ac  had  aien  t;;2  cciaa  in  our 

I, 

;•  othji-  Gu'iJies.     I  -./.vs  inio.T-jd  t'.iat  '.o^'c  blo^raohic  z::itz~izl  -.n-z  available. 

i-  i  \."ao  ■.•oci'j3st!;il  to  civ-:;  G;:a.-.pl03  of  tho  l.iiid  of  infoi-.rj'.tion  iioerlca.     X 

,•         pointed  out  tliat  i'l-Oiar  c3  ri03zt'o\o.,    "althourih  posai'jly  not  avzilaoLe,  " 

data  fro::'.  CtU-l.'  lire  fro-  r.ur;;-:;;   or  clo-,o  relctivcs  r/oiLd  32  ucof-J..     X 

■.  aijrced  '.'1th  "ilr.   I,innc-y"  t'.-.at  school  viroijroos,    including  tsstin",    vould  be 

ii  help  fill.      In  th=   sari^  vayj   i'sar  bcohs,   his  ysa^-s  in  college  and  in.  the  ' 

nilitary,   corjriants  froa  friends  irould  be  helpful.     i-Ir.   Hunt  also  statsd 

that  it  uoold  be  useful  for  Dr.   SUsberg's  first  i/ife  to  be  ihter^;-ie:,-ed 

and  he  felt,      "ifou  can  easily-  arrange  that  under  en  opirattonal  alias," 

It  >.tis  pointed  oat  th^t  the  first  I'xs.  Sllsberg  '.rould  bs  coojerztive. 

6.  Infornation  vas  also  offered  or  Mr.   Hunt  or  "i'-r.  Linns^"  to    . 
i""";^he.  effect  that  Dr.  Ellsberg  had  been  in  analjrsis  although  tiriss  or 

location  vere  not  kno'.m  for  certain,      "it.   Linne/"  pointed  out  that  aTter 
Dr.   EUsberg  gave  the  Pentason  papers  z\.'zy,   he  telephoned  his  anali'st 
stating,    "r.o\r  X  en  free . "  .     _ 

7.  "i!r.  Linney"  and  I'cc.  Youns,  v.-ith  l-r.  Hunt's  assent,  pointed 
out  that  the  311sber5  stu^'  i.-as  of  the  highest  priority,   even  over  the 
S.^j?  negotiations.     It  -..'as  agreed  that  the  fuirthsr  biosraphic  inforsiatlon. 
re5.3rdin.3  Di-.  Ellsberg  ^rould  be  sent  to  us  and  ;>.  Hunt  agreed  to  nan.aG= 
this.     !r.   Hunt  vould  also  rS.:e  arranse^cnts  vi'.sreby  periodic  conferences 
vould  be  held  as  necessary.     Ii.-.   Hunt  did,   ho:.-a%-er,    offer  that  ha  did  not 
Irish  to  co-e  out  to  tiie  .^'^jency  if  he  could  avoid  it .  .        '         . 

S.     At  this  point  II'.   K'-ir.t  r^ade  sciie  co-~,ent3  in  the:  presence  of 
the  ^roup  b-.'jcd  o::  '..io  previous  acov,aint:inocship  •.."if.:  C3  s_-'.d  he  rer.ain2d 
behind  and  ncdc   sor.e  further  c-.L-ie-its  e;.pro3sin3  a  desire  that  his 
presence  end  pcrticLoation  in  the  r.3etip.j  not  be  nintici^d  it  the  ."^^ency. 
After  arrivi:;-,  b,i.^:;  at  the  /^-ency  I  i;'.for.'.3d  ?-■.   Hunt  by  telephone  tiiat 
it  \::.\-  -i  >l  fe-i  ;.".;;'._•  :"-;:■  :•.-;  tj  v.-oi>t  L•■-■-.■:~^\•.^-J  Vs.   ilur.t'j  projor.ce  at  tV.i 
l.^i;^in■;.      •'-.   :(v_-!t  c:;p.-J33c-d   .;.  :  .t  re-ret  that  this  :.-?.3  neco,-j.:::-y, 
:■.•■-,■     ■    ■.   •   .   '■>     •    '    :^v^^■.:■•    ■        ■•  ■-.  ^l^  .    :  •- ■  vl  C=;;:  :.ui  iu^l  ::-i  en  goO"! 


I. 


I' 
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{\v.    irup.t  -;:.3':;'i  to  knr..-  if  thij  co-ild  1)3  troat'::!  a:;  cor.ri'ienttal  csdioci 
info.:'-;ti.on,  out  'jo;10  not  tell  th;  ;.-ritcj  in  -./ha!;  :.-ny.   I  discuoGsd  tha 
cnti.:c  r.ituatio.-'. — t-:;  dc.x;o.-c  aai  the  rocci-.'ati'j.-> :  end  the  fjrcLvity  cC 
t!w  .-/iti-.-.ition  './ic'ii  t>.o  D.'^n.itv-  Chief,  Pavcaiatric  otaXi,  th-i  Director 


9.   0-T  1.3  Auiust  1971,  .-c".ditio-i?l  inicr:::2tir;n  -.,-^3  received  frorz 
th.3  V'nitc  iroa:;o.   To  ths  a33t  of  dJ-  \:r.o::X°Cz^   tl-.is  rao  fron  :-:v..-ai-i  :;-i-o 
oad  convicted  o~  psorl^*'  XarorKd  classified  ?3I  rejportc  or.d  Deoart-sr.t  cf 
State  docunents.  This  naterial  provided  additio.iaX  d3.ta  and  on 
20  August  1971  the  Director  of  r.'ediceLL  S3r^,-ico3  r:p.d  the  -.rritor  cat  -rith. 
the  Cepaty  Director  for  Support  concerning  th.3  '.."lita  House  raq^^iest  in 
the  Ellsb3rg  case  and  the  continuing  pressure  and  desire  for  a  psv-chiatric 
study.  The  problems  associated  -j/lth  developing  t'as   stuc^-  and  our 
continuing  resen-ations  vrere  discussed  in  detail.  la  vie-.r  of  I-Sr.  Eun.'i's 
enthusiasn,  concerns  oisted  about  the  checks  and  balacces  to  actions 
based  on  a  s.tudy  if  one  '..-ere  to  be  undertal«n..  To  tba  best  of  nyr  recall 
the  Iteputy  Director  for  Support  vas  in  a^reer.3nt  ;rith  us.  Tihile  the 
cdditional  information  furnished  further  stiggested  that  SUsberg  iras 
under  eaotional  pressure  it  '.,-as  not  possible  to  arrive  at  any  fir.i 
conclusions  or  corjprehsnsive  understanding  of  the  nan's  personality. 
The  "additional  inforoation  indicated  that:  .   "' 

a.  He  had  revealed  quasi-Sscrat  infonnation  ifhile 
still  in  the  service  t.-hec  he  i.-as  applying  for  a 
Ph.D.  fellovship. 

b.  Ka  had  volunteered  for  Vietna:.'.3sa  sen-ice  for  the 
State  D'epartr.ient  in  1535  -..vJ-le  under  t:-.3  stress  of 

c.  He  hid  soUo--t  pjy.3h.D::.-3l;.-tio  trsat-ont  bet:.— en  the 
fall  of  1"'3  e>nd  ly7^  T.-ith  a  psychoanalyst  (-..-hD  -..-as 
■.V;toi-.-J. :'.:.;  to  bj  pro.'3i3ic-:ally  cualiiied  and 
roni;;a:.le)  in  Callf-v  lia.  . 
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else  and  nake  the  inquiry,  what  is  this  all  about?  why  do  you 
want  this  material?  IVas  it  part  of  your  duty  or  part  of 
"^ •      t*        duty,  and  I  will  let  each  of  you  answer  for 
yourself. 

Did  you  regard  it  as  your  duty  to  do  that  or  that  it  was 
within  the  purview  of  your  responsibility  to  do  it? 

Dr.  S"  :  In  the  first  paper,  I  did  not. 

In  regard  to  the  second  paper,  I  did  raise  a  question  but 
1  raised  it  internally. 

Chairman  McClellan.  You  did  not  then  regard  it  your 
duty  or  within  the  purview  of  your  responsibility  to  contact 
Ehrlichmaii  and  ask  them  directly? 

Dr.  J"     :   That  is  correct. 

Chairman  McClellan.   U'hat  do  you  say.  Dr.  (^         ? 


Dr.  la  :     In  my  meetinc  with  Mr.  Hunt,  Liddy  and 

Young,  ■i^^tidmmammmii^^tliim   their  comments  about  the  background, 
how  the  paper  was  being  requested,  and  the  general  vagueness 
of  purpose.   I  felt  it  was  part  of  my  duty  to  express  my  con- 


cern and  perhaps  even  alarm  to  Dr.  _£-     gjid  jointly  with 
him  to  Mr.  S 

Chairiiian  Mc"Clellan.   You  did  that  and  you  went  to  your 
superior.  Dr.  S^        ,  and  both  of  you  went  to   ^ 
I  understand  that.   This  is  becoming  pretty  serious. 

All  I  want  is  to  get  whether  you  or  Dr.  S"  were 

careless  or  negligent  in  your  duty,  in  what  was  your  duty,  in 
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what  was  your  duty  in  theposition  [sic]  you  occupied,  to  thrash  this 
out  with  Hunt  or  Ehrlichman  as  to  why  they  wanted  it  for  or 
why  and  how  it  was  to  be  used  or  did  you  feel  that  that  was 
completely  the  responsibility  of  your  superiors? 

Dr.  4,    :   I  would  think  more  the  latter.   I  felt  it  was 
very  important  to  get  as  much  information  and  detail  as  I 
could  for  the  benefit  of  my  supervisor. 


Chairman  McClellan.  Did  you  ask  them  directly  what  it 
was  for  when  you  talked  to  Hunt  and  Liddy  and  Young? 

Dr.  U         :   I  can't  remember  that  I  said  specifically 
what  is  it  for  but  certainly  we  held  discussions  and  I  was 
very  interested  and  wanted  to  know  what  they  were  going  to 
use  it  for. 

Chairman  McClellan.  You  did  discuss  it  with  them? 

Dr.  (e        :   Yes. 

Chairman  McClellan.  IVhat  did  they  tell  you  they  were 
going  to  use  if  for? 

Dr.   4    :   They  told  me  that  they  were  not  sure  what 
they  were  going  to  use  it  for  but  that  if  they  did  use  it  they 
would  take  the  greatest  care  to  make  sure  it  was  not  attribut- 
able to  the  agency. 


Chairman  McClellan.   Was  that  something  to  influence  you 
or  to  influence  the  agency  that  they  would  undertake  to  protect 
the  agency  as  a  source  of  the  information? 

Dr.   4»    :  I  think  it  was  an  effort  to  tiy  to  get  us 
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Mr.  l).\sir.  I  take  it  yoii  would  consider  th;it  a  si<^iififunt  finding 
about  Dr.  FJLslierjj;? 

Mr.  PIuxT.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Dasit.  And  tlicrcfoie,  woidd  you  not  liavc,  if  yo>i  so  learned.  i)Ht 
it  in  that  clironolorry  ? 

Mr.  IlrxT.  ^Vell,Idon■t  know  that  T  didn't,  sir. 

yiv.  l).\su.  Fine.  I  will  just  state  we  have  e.xaniined  it  and  did  not 
find  it  and  woidd  you  please,  not  now.  if  you  don"t  have  the  time,  but 
you  take  a  look  at  it  and  if  you  find  any  item  that  refers  to  it  would 
3'ou  please,  thioii<rh  your  roun.sel,  let  us  know  so  that  wc  can  correct  tlic 
record.  "We  have  thorou^ddy  studied  it  and  do  not  find  any  item  that 
refers  to  such  information. 

Mr.  Hunt.  Yes,  sir.  I  don't  recall  havinp:  made  such  a  notation, 
point  1.  On  the  other  hand.  I  would  like  to  draw  the  committee's  at- 
tention to  tlie  fact  that  one  pngo  of  my  chronology  ends  on  August  12, 
1971,  and  [licks  u;)  again  on  another  [lage  wliich may  or-iruiy  not  be  the 
next  page  on  Xovend>er  12.  1971.  So  it  is  a  question  of  whether  there 
is  an  accurate  sequence  here  or  not.  And  as  you  say,  we  recovered,  or 
this  material  was  reco\ered  f  lom  my  safe. 

Mr.  D.\.-;ii.  Do  you  know  aljout  when  you  would  have  received  that 
information? 

Mr.  Hl-nt.  In  August  1971. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Xow,  in  your  efforts  to  obtain  from  the  CIA  a  psychi- 
atric profile,  did  vou  have  occasion  to  deal,  I  think  you  so  testified, 
with  Dr.  Malloy?" 

Mr.  HrxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  D.vsir.  I  would  like  to  show  you  an  affidavit  prepared  by  Di-. 
Malloy — do  you  have  a  copy,  ^fi-.  .Sachs?  A^'e  are  giving  you  one  right 
now  anyhow.  This  affidavit  is  an  effort  by  Dr.  Malloy  to  give  informa- 
tion concerning  the  jnepaiation  at  your  request.  Mr.  Young's  re(|uest. 
of  a  psychiatric  i)rofile.  and  I  wish  you  to  tuiii  to  page  2  of  the  affi- 
davit, and  if  you  will  go  to  somewhere  about  the  middle  of  the  page 
where  it  says  ''Later  on  ^[r:  J  Toward  Hunt  joined  the  group.'"  do  yon 
see  that? 

Mr.  Hunt.  I  see  it. 

Mr.  D.\sH.  May  I  read  it  to  you. 

liBter  on  Mr.  Howard  Hunt  joined  the  group.  Mr.  Hunt  recognized  me,  hpin?  a 
former  Agency  employee,  and  we  greeted  conlially.  Mr.  Hunt  aniiilifie<l  on  Mr. 
Young's  comments  and  .stated  it  was  liis  ui.sh  to  ■'try  Dr.  Ellsberg  in  i)ul)!ic." 
Other  comments  were  made  by  Mr.  Hunt  or  "Mr.  Linney" — 

By  the  way.  who  was  Mr.  Limiey  ? 

Mr.  IIuxi'.  I  suppose  in  the  context  it  would  be  'Mi:  Lidd}'. 

Mr.  Dash  [continues  reading]  : 

To  the  efTect  that  the  aim  would  be  to  render  Dr. Tr!lsT>erg  inerfective  or  to 
make  him  the  object  of  pity  as  a  brokru  man.  Mr.  Hunt  .>^t,it('d  that  he  wished  to 
see  data  of  tlie  sort  that  "p>;yclnatrists  found  out  about  r.arr>-  Golduafer  in 
19('>4,"  ,Tnd  he  expressed  interest  in  being  aiile  to  refer  in  a  knowletlgeable  way 
to  Dr.  Ellsberg's  oe<lipal  conllict.s  or  castration  fears  and  otlier  .similar  points. 

Is  Dr.  Mallov's  reference  to  your  statements  to  liim  correct,  to  the 
best  of  your  recollection  ? 

Mr.  IfrM'.  Again  we  have  a  fiuestiou  of  salt  mixed  with  peppc?-. 
Mr.  Dash.  J   certainly,  at   that  juncture,  would  not  have  wanted  to 
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render  Dr.  Ellsberg  and  make  him  into  an  object  of  pity  that  -would 
certainl\-  bo  in  co!\trast  to  my  often  expressed  desire  that  ho  not  be  mar- 
tj'rizcd.  I  would  interjirot  Jlr.  i[;illoy"s  or  Ur.  Malloy"s  statement  liere 
'"make  !iim  tlie  object  of  jiity  as  a  broken  man"  as  bein<r  in  etlect  7n:ik- 
inp  a  martyr  out  of  liim.  Tliat  was  tlie  last  thing  I  wanted  done. 

Mr.  D.isii.  Well,  it  could  be  interpreted  as  a  pereon  wlio  could  be 
ridiculed,  could  it  not.  rather  than  as  a  martyr? 

Mr.  HuxT.  '\^^el!,  I  think  pity  and  ridicule  are  two  different  things. 

Mr.  D.\sii.  In  other  words,  we  don't  have  Dr.  Malloy  here. 

Mr.  HuxT.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Dash.  And  this  is  his  affidavit.  But  I  would  like  to  get  your 
recollection,  to  the  best  of  your  ability,  as  to  whether  or  not,  in  effect, 
what  you  were  telling  Dr.  Malloy  was  that  you  wanted  Mr.  Ellsberg 
tried  in  public  and  you  wanted  this  information  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  PItjxt.  Yes,  sir. 

However.  I  would  go  on.  witliout  being  picayune  about  the  matter, 
to  say  that  I  never  expressed  interest  in  being  able  to  refer  in  a  knowl- 
edgeable way  to  Di-.  Ellsberg's  oedipal  conflicts  or  castration  fears  be- 
,cause  I  had  no  knowledge  that  he  was  so  obsessed. 

^^^.  D.\STT.  I  guess  all  we  can  do  now  with  the  affidavit  is  let  it  stand 
on  your  explanation  of  it. 

Xow,  ]Mr.  Himt,  wo  had  already  received  in  evidence  an  exhibit  No. 
91*  which  is  a  memorandum  from  David  Young  to  John  Ehrlichman 
dated  August  26,  1971,  on  the  subject  "Status  of  information  which 
can  be  fed  into  conirressional  in\estigation  on  Pentagon  papers 
affair." 

And  point  9  in  that  memorandum  to  Mr.  Ehrlichman  refers  to 
"How  quickly  do  we  want  to  tr}-  to  bring  about  a  change  in  Ells- 
berg's image?" 

And  there  is  a  footnote  attached  to  that  and  I  would  like  to  read  the 
footnote  to  this  memorandum. 

In  connection  with  issue  0,  it  is  important  to  point  out  that  with  a  recent  ar- 
ticle on  Ellslierg's  lawyer.  Eoudin.  we  have  alre.Td.v  starte<l  on  a  negative  press 
image  for  Ell>hers.  If  the  present  Hunr-Liddy  project  number  1  is  successful,  it 
will  be  absolutely  essential  to  have  an  overall  game  plan  developed  for  its  use  in 
conjunction  with  the  congressional  investigation.  In  this  coiwiection.  I  believe 
that  the  point  of  Buchanan's  memo  attacking  Ellsberg  through  the  press  should 
be  borne  in  mind,  namely  that  the  situation  being  attacked  is  too  big  to  be  under- 
mined by  planted  leaks  among  the  friendly  press. 

Were  you  aware  of  a  Buchanan  memorandum  of  this  nature  of  at- 
tacking Ellsberg  through  leaks  in  the  press? 

Mr.  HvxT.  Xo,  sir. 

]\[r.  D.\sir.  Were  yon  aware  at  any  time  that  ^Ir.  Pat  Buchanan  of 
the  AMiite  House  stafl'  had  been  solicited  prior  to  your  assignment  on 
Ellsl>erg  b}-  White  House  staff  )>eople  to  take  on  the  investigation  of 
^Ir.  Ellsberg  and  had  declined  it  ? 

Mr.  HrxT.  Xo,  sir. 

^fr.  S.\(iJ.<.  Mr.  Dasli.  could  we  have  a  copy  of  the  document  which 
you  just  read? 

Mr.  D.\.siT.  Yes.  Wo  will  make  a  copv  and  have  it  for  vou. 

Mr.  S.xrrrs.  T^icrht. 


•l'r''rIou>ly  i-rint'-d  In  V,o<>k  '■'.  p.  -•U»i. 
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64.     In  discussions  in  nid-AugusC  1971  concerning  the  plan  to  gain 
access  to  Dr.  Fielding's  files  on  Ellsberg,  Krogh  and  Young  told  Hunt 
and  Liddy  not  to  be  present  when  the  operation  was  executed  because  of 
their  association  with  the  White  House.   During  this  period  Hunt  went  to 
Miami,  Florida  where  he  recruited  Bernard  Barker  for  the  operation. 
Barker  had  worked  with  Hunt  in  connection  with  the  Bay  of  Pigs  invasion. 
Barker  then  recruited  Felipe  DeDiego  and  Eugenio  Martinez,  who  had 
participated  in  intelligence  work  with  Barker  on  previous  occasions. 
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'..',\:;;i;;(:to::  :  ss.:     Ai-FroAvix  of  lunci.o.-up.E 

i)l.STRi(rr  <)i''  coL'JiiiiA  :  OK  i;"/iijK--TiA';'.Y  i\:-orui..\Tr.o-; 

This    iffiJ.T.iL   'ME   prcpif;!!   ;)2rN^.^,^l.^y.  hv    t;;(i   .iCEiant 
rii.l    Is   jirosi-.otcJ    to    t!io   iV-p.-.rt^onc   o?    Il:jcLc-j   Tor   suVr.lsriior. 
t.>    t'li   :,p.ite.l    .it.'t^s    iUstrict   'ionrc,    ^ouLiw-n:   Disccict  of 
(  .iliCorr.  ia  ,    Cl)C    •  Cii.:r  nbie   '•'.    '-^ttliow    .iyrnj,    Jr.    pre3i<J  ii;;;. 

ilic    forn   r.nd   execution  of   cMs   afficlivit    ii    in   coniorT^iCy 
with   statiJtory   lii'%-   and  judicinl   precedent,    nnd    its   submission 
iu   not   .1  v.aivor  or   forfetcure   oc    nny   siate   or    cejRr.il 
constitutional,    statutory,    or   connon-l.T,.'   r;'r;ht   of    tlie   affiont. 


l.'illiac  ;;.    TreadHcli 
Attorney  at  Law 

Suite   303 

910  Sixteenth  Street',  tl.U. 
Washington,  D.C.   20006 
Telephone:   202-659-1978,  S 


i;Asiiii;cTON  :  SS. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMDIA  : 

Egil  Kro^h,  .Jr.,  of  full  e.',e,  being  first  duly  si.-orn 
according  to  lav;  upon  his  oath,  deposes  and  says: 

1.  that  he  resides  at  6949  Creenvrle  Street,  K.K. , 
Washington,  District  of  Colunbia- 

2.  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  Lnited  States  of  America; 

3.  that  he  is  currently  an  officer  of  the  e;:ecutive 
braach  of  the  federal  governnent,  serving  as  Under- 
Secretary  of  the  Departnent  of  Tr-nnsportation: 

4.  that  on  or  about  July  15,  1971,  affiant  was  given 
oral  instructions  by  ;;r.  John  3.  Lhrlichnan,  Assistant 
to  the  President  of  the  United  States  for  Domestic 
Affairs,  to  be;;in  a  special  national  Security  project 
to  co-ordinate  a  govarnnient  effort  to  deternine  the 
causes,  sources,  and  ranif ications  of  the  unauthorized 
disclosure  of  classified  documents  '.inov-m  as  the 
Pentagon  Papers; 

5.  that  Mr.  David  Youn^  of  the  National  Security  Council 
Staff  was  .nssisned  to  this  special  project  with  !iir,i: 
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accLviCy   to  oiitaiii  a   paynholoRicii   history  or 
a::i-OftaLn   .t.-jsoc  i.'.tL'S   oT    Dr.    KI  t;l)  .-r  -   wis    cheroifto'' 
2iven    to    t'nc    spiicijl    unit    by   John    ■) .    Tlir  I  ic'.iman ; 

27.  t'liat  plans  for  acqui.rir.j".  the  infornation  frorr,  the 
office  of  Dr.  Fieluin-.  uere  develoieJ  bv  '.r.  Hunt 
an-J   ;!r.    LiJJy:  ^ 

23.      that    to   affiant's   inforr\'.tion  anJ   belief   a   fir-st 
trip    to   California  was   undertaken   by   Mr.    Hunt   and 
Mr.    Liddy    to   dctcrnir.e   rieans    for   acquirlnr,   the 
inforr.ation ; 

29.  that    filns   of    t!ie   pror^.ises   oE'.Or.    Fielding's 
office  were   brou-hc   back  by   Mr.    runt   and  :ir.    Llddy 
following   the    first    trip; 

30.  tlu-.t    to   affiant's   understandin ;  and   belie?   certain 
of   these   fil-.s  were   left   in  a   camera  belon'jing    to 
tiie  Central   Intelligence  Agency   and   transmitted 

to    the  Departnent  of  J-ustico   by   the  Central 
Intelligence  Agency; 

31.  that  a   second    trip  was   undertaken   to   acquire   the 
information   in  early   Septenber  1971: 


32.  that    in   affiant's   supervisory   capacity,   affiant 
agreed    to   the  nission  with   the   understanding    that 
Mr.    Hunt   and  :ir.    Liddy  v;ould  obtain   the   service 
of   c<2rtain   Cubzr.o    to  accoiiplis'i    'z'.v±  ris^ior. : 

33.  tl:at   affiant   attached   a   condition   to    the  nissior. 
that   Mr.    Hunt   and  Mr.    Liddy  v;ere   not    to  be   in   the 
close   proximity  of   Dr.    FieUinj's   office; 


34.  that   recent   newspaper  reports   suggestin,-;   that   an 
individual  had   accepted   responsibility   for   the   entry 
into    tuo  offices   on    the   preniseii   '..-here  Dr.   Fieldin- 
has  "nis  office  v»as  a   coipplecely   unknom   incident  to 
affiant: 

35.  that    to  affiant's   understanding   and   belief    Che   funds 
for   implenenting   the   effort   to   acquire   the   infornation 
v;ere   provided    to   affiant    throu,';h  an   unknown 
intermediary   after  a   request   by  affiant    to  >'r.    Charles 
Colson   for   t'ne    funds- 

36.  that    to  affiant's  l^nowledjje  .-•.ffiant  did   not   infom 
Ir.    Colson  as   to   the  reason    for   the   request    for   funds: 

37.  that    CO  affiar.t's   understandin"   and  belief    the    Eum'.s 
toCallcd    $2,000.00  which  were    to  be   used    for   ercr-onses: 

(•'■) 
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i.-'.\ai;i:.nTo;;  :  ss. 

ijurr.:;-:  of  colu>'j;i.\   : 


'f.Ll  ilro^h,  Jr.  ,  l)din~  duly  svorn  according  co  la-..-  upoa 
iiii  oatli,  says  Cl>.at  ha  is  ti:a  affiant  of  tliQ  forei;oinc;:  chac 
!-.2  li33  read  sace  .'^nd  knoi/s  coa;ents  thereof;  that  the  natters 
seated  tr.ireir:  are  true  to  his  l.nowledse,  except  suc'i  natters 
as  are  stated  to  be  upon  infomation  and  belief  and  Ks  to 
those  -.attars  he  believes  then  to  be  true. 

Turther,  I  declare  under  the  penalty  of  perjury  thai  the 
EorojLjoing  is  true  and  correct. 


Egil  Krogh,  Jr. 
SUBSCRIBED  AIiT)  SKORN  TO 
before  me  this  day  o£  ,  1973 


ThaoUore  R.  Nai/nan,  Jr. 

Judge  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 


Joseph  ;i.  Button,  Cleri:  of  the  Superior  Court  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  sane  being  a  court  of  record  of 
said  District,  and  having  by  lav  a  seal,  does  iiereby  certify 
Chat  tha  Honorable  Theodore  ?..    >"ei-man,  Jr.,  t.-hose  nane  is 
attached  to  the  foregoinj  affidavit,  was  at  the  tine  of  Che 
Cakins  of  said  affidavic,  a  nenber  of  said  Superior  Courc , 
uhich  court  then  and  there  existed. 

And  I  do  further  cerCify  that  I  an  well  acquainted  with 
his  I'.aniv.-riting  and  verily  believe  that  the  signature  to  cha 
forcgoin.j  affidavic  is  his  penuine  signature. 

In  wicness  whereof,  I  have  hereunco  sec  r.y  hand  and 
affi;:ed  the  seal  of  said  Superior  CourC  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  this 


day  of  ,  1973. 


Joseph  M.  Burton 
Clerk  of  the  Courc 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
House  Judiciary  Commitee  staff 
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64.1     EGIL  KROGH  AFFIDAVIT^   MAY  4,    1973,    UNITED  STATES' V.   RDSSO^    I,    4^    7 


JuitG    302 

V.'ashir.gtc::,    r. .    C.       2QCCj 


a;':co:rdi.r.g    to    lav.'   u\~o'''.  hi-3    Oc.t'.t,    cc^::j£;~..t    e.r.d   s."_"-'.": 

1.    -cha-      he   re3i::Ds    at    5945   Grdciivala    Sar^a^. 
■    V/Hshingtor,    Diatrica   oa . Coluriia; 

oaaaaa   i:>aaaa3    oi 

J^^^p^-^j-^   Qv    ta.a    ifaclairr'L   c'a'/-a~"0"a      -~^ ^^r'    -^^    T'"*^  ----- 

Seca'Gta'-'v  gz    tr.3   i:cpai'ar..caa   of   aa'anarcaaaaicn; 

4.    that,  en  cr   ahcut   Jaly   15,    1971,    afaiar.a  './aa   gi/ar. 
c^al   ir.3tri:caicr.3   by   ."ar.Jah.i   n.    .~hrl;  clar.^a,    .-!3;:i.-. 
to  the    Precidar'.a   cf   aha   Uaaaaa  :2tatas    for   ^c-aca^c 

to   co-crdia ace    a  gcvoraaor. .".    ^r'Jcaa  ao   .-aaa_T.\i:  ,:    th-: 
r-antacva   ?a -ara  ; 
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* f--  ■  /-T 


23. 


29. 


F;.- 


{•\   '  '- y  ry,-\     V,  Mi    "- ■• 


:::.-3-c     .'.  :.o; 


)0. 


Lriuoxlicjonco    .".-cr.cy; 


31.    t> 


■•..:'. iL-iiVc p.   l;c   £ccv.ira   the 


in.-orTr.aticr.   in   sariv  Sor 


;r   1371; 


32. 


cz c;..  ^ 


agreed  to  t".-.o  'rr.iss: 

Mr.    K.;nt   a-. -I  Mr-    Li  id"/  '..•c.  lei  cbt:r,ir. 


i:.:i   2Ccor."_i.j;n 


-i.V^        ..i. 


33.    ■c'h?.t   af fisr.-":   act£c>.od   a  cor.dition  to   tr.o   r.issior 


ihat  Mr. 


-.    Lied" 


to   -3    i.n   tr.e 


34. 


35. 


t.-.£t:    rocer.^    nov/spai:-^r   rQCcr~£    suc-cosemrr   z.-.cio    an 

ir.'co   t-.-.-o   o~-'icc3   cr.    •:'-■.:   pv-.iscs    ..'-.•.:  vo    r_- .    Jiiidi 
has   his   of:i-^  v/ic   a   c;c:.-.;pic-oiy  ur.".;.'.c-..r.   ir.cidcsr.z 
CO  affiar.r. ; 

;:o:;    ir\plcrAjn -inr   the   oifcivt   to   ac::^.iirj    the    inforr. 
warG   -;rovidod   -z    -fJis-t   thrcuch   nn   u:■:^:n^v;n 
inT'.orrrcdiary    :.f;"cc::    ~.   rccr-jss"^  by   adficL'iz    co  Mr.    Ch 
Colscn   for    tho    iur......  ,- 


36.  th.it   to   o.::riar.t'£    !-'.r.cvrlod;;-2    c.i-fi^r.t   did   r.ct    ir.fcrr 
Mr.   Colson   r.s   to   tho   reason   Lor   the   rccruosc   for   :•. 

37.  th;it   to   afritr.t's   ur.dorstJir.dir.w    and  holier   the    fv.r 
totallc-d   ?-2,Co0.00   v.-h.ich.  •.:c.:>i   to  h-2   used    for   o::-:z: 


«) 
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.'o?.'r.   Txi'".'^ 


;od 


-.    I 


.OV-/-.V7' 


■  i 


3a3SCRIEH:3 
jaforc   -o^ 


.   Ci 


,    1973 


ct   oi   Colu-Joi 


;   rir.e   c: 
i.-ricr   Coi: 


v.-iicn   ccurz   zncr. 


Arid   J.   CO   zurtncr   ccr-ir-/  Tina--    :r    r.-,i  '.veil    accv.air.-cea 


br.css  v.Merocr,    i    ;-.ave   ncreunco   set 


ha.-.c  er.c 


:e_".  of  said  Su-erior  Court  of  "the  Discric-: 


,,  1973, 


(? 


-/, 


V_ _r^U^^  J__^ 

Cic:rV:'ci  --V.e  Ccu: 
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64.2     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIWNY ,   SEPTEMBER  25 y    1973,    9  SSC  2773 

.3773 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  personally  received  no  information  from  him.  I  saw 
information  cross  my  desk  tliat  had  been  sent  by  Mr.  Mardian  to  others 
within  tlie  Plumbers  unit  and  outside. 

Senator  Weickkr.  And  tliis  was  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Mardian  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Internal  Security  Division? 

Mr.  Hu.N'T.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Weickkr.  And  the  information  from  Mr.  Mardian  was  ad- 
dressed to  whom,  when  30U  3:iv  otliers,  who  would  ot'iocs  be? 

Mr.  Hunt.  Messrs.  Krogh  and  Elirlichman,  I  would  say. 

Senator  "Weicker.  And  the  information  related  to  what? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Principally  to  the  EUsberg  affair.  1 

Senator  Weicker.  When  you  say  principally,  what  other  matters 
were  touched  upon? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Problems  of  leaks. 

Senator  Weicker.  I  see.  Did  this  relationship  continue  between  Mr. 
Mardian  and  yourself  after  Mr.  Mardian  left  the  Department  of 
Justice  and  in  fact  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  To  Ee-Elect  the 
President? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  had  no  personal  relationship  with  jNIr.  ^fardian,  Sena- 
tor. I  am  sorry  if  I  gave  that  impression. 

Senator  Weicker.  Now.  relative  to  what  is  commonly  known  as  the 
Kissinger  taps,  17  taps  which  have  been  referred  to  in  the  press  and 
elsewhere;  at  any  time  did  you  have  access  to  any  of  the  information 
relative  to  those  taps  or  any  one  of  those  taps? 

Mr.  HuxT.  No,  sir ;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Weicker.  Did  any  member  of  your  group;  Mr.  Liddy,  did 
he  have  access  to  any  of  the  information  of  those  taps? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  don't  know.  sir.  I  was  not  aware  of  their  existence. 

Senator  Weicker.  You  were  not  aware  of  their  existence? 

Mr.  HuxT.  I  was  not  aware  of  their  existence. 

Senator  Weicker.  All  right. 

Now,  to  return  for  a  minute  to  the  actual  break-in  and  the  origins 
of  the  brtak-in  in  Dr.  Fielding's  office;  will  you  please  tell  this  com- 
mittee as  to  when  it  was.  in  relation  to  the  actual  break-in,  that  you 
contacted  the  four  Cuban-Americans  to  request  them  to  come  to  Los 
Angeles  for  purposes  of  tliis  mission. 

Mr.  TIuxT.  It  is  very  dinicult  for  me  to  put  a  precise  date  on  that. 
Senator.  I  suspect  that  I  must  liave  soimdcd  out  Jfr.  Barlccr  some  days 
prior  to  August  2.5,  which  was  the  date  when  ifr.  Liddy  and  I  flew 
to  the  west  coast  to  make  our  feasibility  study  and  preliminarv-  recon- 
naissance, and  T  say  that  because  I  tliink  that  I  would  have  wanted  to 
knov,-  beforehand  whctlior  or  not  an  entry  team  could  be  formed  from 
among  my  Cub:iii  contacts  in  south  Florida. 

Certainly,  I  did  it  after  the  initial  feasibility  study  and  prior  to  the 
break-in.  I  would  place  it  then  toward  the  end  of  August,  say  around 
.\u£rust  "20,  somethin^r  like  that. 

Senator  Weicker.  ."^o  this  would  be  what :  several  days  Just  prior  to 
the  break-in  thev  were  flown  out  to  Los  Angeles,  just  several  days 
before  tlie  actual  break-in  ? 

Mr.  ITrxr.  No,  sir.  Several  days  prior  to  the  time  Mr.  Liddy  and 
I  went  alone  to  Los  Angeles 


L 
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64. 3     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY^   JUNE  6,    197S,    GRAND  JURY, 

PEOPLE  V.    EHRLICHMAN,    281-85  "  Q  - 

Ql  What  kind  of  cooperation  were  you   lookLag    for? 

A.  I  wanted  him,    and  I  wanted  one  or  two  —  possibly 

2jiore  —  of  his  experienced  associates.      And  by   "experienced,* 
I  mean  Cviban-Aioericams   like  himself,   who  had  been   through   the 
mill,    and  the  Bay  of  Pigs,  who  had  received  specialized  C.I. A. 
training.      Dependable  men. 


Ql  Mr.   Htint,    I  have  no  intention  of  demeaning  you, 

but  the   thought  comes   to  mind  as  to  why  you  and  Mr.    Liddy, 
perhaps,    could  not  have  pulled  the   Fielding   job  yourselves. 
Was   that  not  a  discussion  between  you  and  Liddy? 
A.  We   could  have. 

Ql  Was   there  a  reason  why   that  could  not  have   come 

13  about? 

K  Certainly.      Because  we  were  both   associated  with 

15  the  White  House. 

0.  I   see.     What  happened  after  your  contact 

telephonically  with  Mr.    Barker? 

ft.  1  believe   that   I  went  to  J'liami   alone,    saw  Mr. 

Barker  in  a  social  situation,    indicated  that  on  a  national 
security  matter,    there  was   a  venture   on  which  I  would 
appreciate  his   cooperating. 

I  did  not  at  that   time   indicate  the  nature  of  it. 
I   said  I  would  need  a  minimum  of   two  reliable  men  with   the 
qualifications   that  I  have   just  a  moment  ago  recited;    and 
I  wanted   to  knc//    (a)    whether  he  would  be  willing  to  assist 
me   in   this   ventura;    and    (b)    whether  ha  would  be   able    to 
27  acquire    these  men,    these   dependable,    experienced  men. 

Ql  Prior   to   the    time    that  you  went  to  Miami    to   see 

NOTE:     THIS  TESTIMONY  IS  REPRODUCED  IN  THE  FORM  IN  WHICH  IT  WAS 
RECEIVED  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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Mr.   Barker,   had  you  secured  anyone's   approval   to  go  ahead 
and  make   that  contact,    and   then  keep   that  meeting? 
A.  I  had. 
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Q,  With  whom? 

A.     Mr.  Krogh. 

fli  What  did  you  tell  him  in   that  regard? 

A.  I  told  him  that  because  of  the  ban  on  Mr.   Liddy 

and  myself  actually  being  present  in  einy  target  area,   that 


I'^tfould  have  to  rely  upon  trusted  subordinates  to  o2u:ry  out 
ti%~  task . 

Ql  Who  was  present  when  you  told  Mr.   Krogh  that? 


K        -  At  this  reaove,   sir,   I  can't  recall. 


Q.  -.       Where  did  that  conversation  take  place? 

\  In  Room  16; 

Q.  What  did  Mr.  Krogh  sayl 

K         HXt  Kxoqh:  said  words  to- the  effect,,  "Well,   if; 


you  have  confidence  in   these  men,   proceed. 


Q.  Okay.     Where  did  the   funds  come   for  your  making 

the  trip  to  Miami? 

A.L .        As  I  recall,  it  was  a  Govenuaent  Travftl  Bequest. 

(^    .        What  happened  after  you  made  the  contact  with 
Barker,   zmd  you  explained  to  hia  what  your  needs  were? 

K'  He  indicated  to  me  that  he  would  be  willing  to 

assist  me  in  any  venture,   and  that  he  had  two  business 
associates  with  prior  Bay  of  Pi^s  and  C.I. A.   Intelligence 
work  background. 

(^  Did  hti   xuen^iry   T:nem  az.  cnar  cime? 

A.  Perhaps  not  by  name.     He  may  have  said,    "Did  you 

know  so-emd-so?" 

And  I   said,  no,    I  did  not. 

Q,  Were  you  then  placed  in  contact  with  two  other 
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individuals? 

K  I  was. 

1^     And  «rtiat  was  the  circtnastanc*  —  what  were  the 
cir ousts  tancas  leading  vp   to  that  meeting? 

K  To  the  best  of  ay   recollection,  Mr.  and  Mrs. 

Barker  and  I  had  dinner,  to  which  these  two  gentleaea  wese 
invited. 

I  believe  Mr.  Martines,  Mr.  Eugenio  Rolando 
Martinez,  with  whoa  I  shared  a  nunber  of  suitual  friends, 
I  believe  he  dined  with  us.  /{^&;^   ;  ^Ai. 

And  then  later  on,  a  Mr.  Felipe  De  Diego  joiaeA-; 
us  very  briefly.  This  gave  me  a  look  at  the  two  individuals  - 
although  nothing  of  what  was  con taep la ted  was  discussed  with 
thera  at  that  time.     "- 

Qk     Was  that  at  your  election? 

k     Well,  I  had  to  clear  these  gentleiMn  eventually 
in  Washington.   I  wasn't  going  to  cut  them  in  on  an  operation 
before  they  had  been  cleared. 

ft     I  see.  After  meeting  these  other  gentlemen. 


what  did  you  then  do? 

K  I  returned  to  Washington.   '   . 

'fit     Mow,  would  you  tell  us,  please,  what  that 
clearance  process  consisted  of,  that  you  just  made  reference 
to? 

k.  1   provided  a  memorandum  with  sufficient  vital 

statistics  to  enable  at  least  a  five-way  index  check. 

ft     What's  a  five-way  index  check? 

A.     It's  a  normal  basic  Civil  Service  Security 
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clearemce   for  govemiaent  work. 

Q,  To  whom  did  that  memorandum  go? 

«■■■-■■  ■  ■  - -* 

'■■     K  To  Mr.    Young. 

Oi     To  Mr.  Young.   Did  you  diotata  it? 


A.     I  typed  it. 

Ql     You  typed  it.   Prior  to  it  being  delivered  to 
Mr.  Young,  did  you  orally  converse  with  him  about  the 
results  of  your  trip  to  Mieuni? 

'    K  I  have  no  specific  recollection  of  such  2m 

incident,  but  I  -—  in  am  overall  sense,  yes,  I  did. 

Ql     Did  it  ever  coma  to  your  attention  that  Mr.  Young 
had  received  chat  tnemoranduaV 

K  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  handed  it  to 

him  personally. 

Qk     And  did  he  read  it  in  your  presence? 

A.     1  don't  recall,  sir. 

Ql     Did  he  ever  respond  to  the  content  of  that 
memorandxim? 

A.     I  don't  recall  whether  he  or  Mr.  Krogh 
responded,  sir. 

Somebody  responded  £md  indicated  that  these 
men  were  perfectly  okay. 

Ql     And  what  is  your  best  judgment,  as  you  sit  here 
now,  as  to  who  it  was  that  responded? 

A.     My  best  judgment  would  be  that  it  would  have 
been  Mr.  Yoving. 


Ql     Were  you  eventually  told  —  strike  that. 

Was  there  any  discussion  after  you  arrived  bacX 
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357 

Senator  Envix.  Mr.  Barker,  do  you  solemnly  swear  that  tUe  e\-i- 
(lenre  you  shall  give  to  the  Senate  Seleet  Conimittee  shall  be  the 
tnith,  the  ^vhole  truth,  ami  nothing  but  the  truth,  so  help  j'ou  God? 

Mr.  Barkek.  I  do. 

Senator  Ervin.  Let  the  record  show  that  the  witness  is  testihing 
under  an  order  of  imnumity  entered  by  Judge  Silica  pursuant  to"  the 
resolution  and  request  of  the  committee  under  sections  6002  and  G005 
of  title  IS  of  the  United  States  Code. 

You  may  take  jour  seat,  Mr.  Barker. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Barker,  Avould  you  state  your  full  name, 
please? 

■      TESimONY  OF  BEFvNARD  L.  BARKEE 

!SIr.  Barker.  \ly  name  is  Bernard  L.  Barker. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  where  do  you  reside,  Mr.  Barker? 

Mr.  Barker.  At  present  I  am  in  Cell  Block  4,  Distiict  of  Columbia 
Jail. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  where  is  your  home  residence? 

Mr.  Barker.  5229  Northwest"Fourth  Street,'  Miami,  Fla. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Barker,  would  aou  please  give  us  the  date  and 
the  place  of  your  biriji? 

Mr.  Barker.  Marcli  17,  1917,  Havana,  Cuba. 

Mr.  IL\milton.  And  were  your  parents  Amencan  nationals? 

Mr.  B.A.RKER.  Both  my  parents  were  American  nationals.  My 
mother  was  an  Amencan  national  of  Cuban  descent. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Now,  Mr.  Barker,  did  you  serve  in  AYorld  War  II? 

Mr.  Barker.  That  is  conect. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  were  you  a  prisoner  of  war? 

Mr.  B.\.rker.  That  is  coirect. 

Mr.  H.^jiilton.  Mr.  Barker,  do  }ou  now  stand  convicted  bi  regard 
to  your  role  in  the  break-in  of  the  Democratic  National  Conimittee 
headquarters  at  the  Watergate  on  June  17,  1972? 

Mr.  B.^rker.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hamilto.n".  Did  you  also  participate  in  a  break-in  of  those 
headquarters  on  the  Menioiial  Day  weekend  of  1972? 

Mr.  B.^rker.  I  did. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Barker,  who  recruited  jou  for  these  activitie.-,? 

Mr.  Barker.  E.  Howard  Hunt. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Anil  w  as  Mr.  Hunt  \our  supervisor  in  the  Watergate 
ojierations? 

Mr.  Barker.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  And  had  Mr.  Hunt  also  been  your  commanding 
officer  in  the  Bay  of  Pigs  ojieratiun? 

Mr.  Barker.  The  words  "commanding  officer,"  I  was  Mr.  Hunt's 
mncit)al  assistant  in  the  Baj"  of  Pigs  operation. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Mr.  Barker,  waslhe  fir-t  Watergate-type  affair  that 
you  participated  in  the  break-in  of  the  oflice  of  Dr.  Ellsberg's  psychia- 
trist in  September  of  1971? 

Mr.  Barker.  That  is  conect. 

Mr.  Hamilton.  Now,-  for  the^e  activities,  the  Watergate  operations 
and  the  Elisberg  affair,  were  you  paid  by  Mr.  Hunt  for  your  participa- 
tion in  these  matters? 

.\Ir.  BAi;Kh:i;.  .\o. 
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Senator  Gcr.net.  And  what  transpired— what  con^-ersations  did 
you  nave. 

Mr.  Barker.  Old  times. 

Senator  Gur.vey.  Well,  I  am  talking  now  specificallv  about  what  he 
wanted  you  to  do,  of  course. 

Mr.  Barker.  At  that  time,  nothing.  It  was  just  he  was  there  to  ^o 
back  to  the  10  years  after  the  Bay  of  Pigs,  he  would  be  pr-sent  ia- 
cogTiito  at;  the  Bay  of  Pigs  meeting,  and  asked  would  I  ^o  with  him 
and  I  saiu  I  would  hke  to.  °  ^^' 

Senator  Gcr.vet.  Why  did  he  not  want  to  be  known? 
Mr  Bariceh.  I  do  not  know  the  nature  of  the  operation  at  that 
tune.  Mr.  Hunt  was  only  known  to  very  few  persons  in  Miami,  and  we 
did  go  to  this  meeting  we  did  speak  in  Spanish  to  two  or  three  persons 
that  were  in  the  old  Cuban  Revolutionary  Council. 
Senator  Gurnet.  Go  on;  excuse  me. 

^i^.  Barker,  ^lr.  Martinez  joined  us.  I  presented  him  as  Edwardo 
and  he  immediately  recognized  who  Edwardo  was,  althoucrh  I  think 
Air.  Martmez  had  met  him  previously.  Then  Mrs.  Barker  and  mvself 
Mr   and  Mrs.  Hunt,  and  Mr.  Martinez  went  to  lunch  in  a  Cuban 
restaurant.  iNothmg  was  spoken  at  that  time  itself. 

Senator  Gur.ney.  This  was  still  ju^t  a  visit  about  old  times 
Mr.  Barker,  les,  sir. 

Senator  Gurxet.  Well,  now,  when  did  he  contact  vou  next? 
Mr.  Barker.  We  kept  in  contact  after  that  without  anvthino-  special 
being  brought  up.  I  quite  frankly  waited  until  Mr.  HimtVould  teU  me 
if  there  was  any  other  reason  other  than  social  reasons— in  the  hier- 
archy, remember  that  he  was  my  boss— and  I  expected  him  in  his  o-ood 
tirne  to  tell  me  if  there  was  anything:  else— and  eventually  he  did"! 
Senator  Gurnet.  And  when  did  that  take  place?  *■  /    ' 

NIr.  Barker.  I  would  say  it  was  approximately— to  the  best  of  mv 
recollection— 2  weeks  before  the  EUsberg  surreptitious  entry. 

Senator  Gurnet.  And  what  did  he  tell  vou?  '  ,    ' 

Mr.  Barker.  As  I  have  said  before,  I  think,  would  I  be  wiilino-'to 
help  him  on  a  matter  of  national  security?  ° 

Senator  Gurnet.  Was  this  by  a  phone  call?  ' "   . 

Mr.  Barker.  No.  no;  personally.  He  went  down  to  Miami  per- 
sonally, and  then  after,  I  would  repeat  what  I  said  before. 

Senator  Gurnet.  I  do  not  know  that  we  need  to  go  tbxouo-h  that 
Mr.  Barker.  Then  he  said  that  I  shoidd  recruit  two  person/for  this 
operation.  And  then  I  s;\id  I  would,  and  he  left.  Then  I  proceeded  to 
sound  out  two  persons,  and  both  of  them  accepted.  The  two  persons 
that  I  had  sounded  out  were  .Mr.  .Martinez  and  Mr.  DeDie'-o  I 
selected  them  for  their  qualifications,  not  that  they  were  sale-men' in 
my  oi^amzation.  Mr.  Martinez  had  in  his  record  over  300  infiltrations 
mto  Castro  Cooiniurast  Cuba,  includin;;  the  obtaining  of  hard  evi- 
dence during  the  missile  crir'i-;.  I  thought  it  was  perfectly  justified  for  a 
mission  of  this  nature.  I  con.sider  him  one  of  the  greatest  heroes  of  that 
effort  at  that  time. 

Mr  DeDii'go  had  been  a  ir.omber  of  Opci-aiion  40,  which  h.id  been 
specially  Uaiaed  to  ca[)iure  uof  uincuts  of  tiie  C;istro  rrovornnieut  and 
Uic  operatiou  was  snci  e<.-ful.  11-  li.ul  roreiveii  furtI;or  traiiiiu'-  as  an 
intelligence  uiiiror  in  the  .\iniy  of  llio  United  States.  He  also^'in  my 
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concept,  was  perfectly  qualified  for  fi  mission  of  this  nature.  I  sub- 
mitted their  names  and  records  to  Mr.  Hunt,  over  the  phono — lone- 
distance  plione — and  some  time  after  that,  I  do  not  remember,  he 
called  me  and  said  that  the  two  men  had  been  clearefl  for  the  mission. 

Senator  Gurxey.  Did  he  say  who  and  how  the^'  were  cleared? 

Mr.  B.^p.KER.  No,  he  did  not. 

Senator  Gukney.  And  then  go  on  about  the  mission  and  be  as  brief 
as  possible,  because  I  want  to  get  to  the  Watergate. 

]\[r.  Barker.  Mr.  Hunt  then  called  me  one  day  and  said  to  proceed 
with  my  men  to  Los  Angeles  and  to  stay  at — I  think  it  was — the 
Beverly  Wilshire  Hotel  where  he  would  contact  me.  I  bought  the 
tickets,  alerted  the  men,  and  we  took  off  and  went  to  Los  Angeles.  I 
registered  in  the  hotel  and  Mr.  Hunt  contacted  me.  He  gave  me  a 
bnef — he  gave  me  the  address  of  the  place  where  we  were  to  make  the 
entry.  I  found  the  place  and  I  went  with  my  men  to  familiarize  myself 
with  the  area.  I  had  the  e.xact  address  at  that  time.  Then  the  general 
plan  was  given  to  us.  We  proceeded  to  the  area,  and  eventually  made 
the  entry.  I  personally  searched  for  those  documents. 

Senator  Gcrney.  "VMiat  documents?  ^'  ^ 

Mr.  B.A.RK.ER.  A  file  of  Daniel  Ellsberg  at  his  psychiatrist's  ofSce. 
This  file  was  not  there.  I  would  search — fJe  from  file  cabinet.  1 
searched  his  desk  and  the  file  cabinet.  The  men  also  helped  me  in  the 
search.  The  only  thing  that  I  foimd  in  connection  with  him  was  an 
address  book  which  had  his  name.  This  we  photographed,  and  we  also 
photographed  the  file  cabinet  to  prove  that  we  had  forced  them  open, 
and  then  we  left. 

Senator  Gurney.  Now  then  let  us  get  to  the  Watergate:  Wlien  and 
where  did  Mr.  Hunt  contact  you  about  Watergate? 

Mr.  Barker.  I  do  not  remember  w"hether — I  believe  it  was  in  one 
of  the  trips  down  to  Miami  that  he  told  me  of  an  impending  opera- 
tion— double  operation — which  would  take  in  length  about  a  week. 

Senator  Gurney.  Did  you  say  double  operation? 

Mr.  Barker.  I  beg  your  pardon? 

Senator  Gurney.  Did  you  say  double  operation? 

Mr.  B.'VRKEr.  That  is  correct. 

S<enator  Gurney.  What  does  that  mean? 

Mr.  Barker.  At  that  time,  I  did  not  know  but  I  knew  at  the  time 
it  would  involve,  after  that  it  was  quite  evident  it  was  an  entry  into 
the  McGovem's  headquarters  as  well  as  an  entrj-  into  the  Watergate 
headquarters. 

Senator  Gurnet.  Tell  us  now  verj-  carefully  what  his  instructions 
were. 

Mr.  Barker.  I  would  like  to  explain  that  Mr.  Hunt  was  o\ir  imme- 
diate superior  in  this  operation — that  we  were  involved  only  in  tlie 
documents  that  we  were  to  obtain.  We  had  no  connection  with  the 
electronic  part.  It  is — to  the  best  of  my  recollection — that  the  elec- 
tronic part  was  not  even  under  the  direction  of  Mr.  Hunt,  much  less 
of  myself.  Mr.  McCord  appeared  to  be  quite  capable  of  that,  he 
handled  that.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  that  bugging  he  was  going  to 
do.  All  that  my  mission — that  our  team  mission  was — was  the  docu- 
ments to  which  I  have  referred,  and  this  was  e.xplained  to  me  by  Mr. 
Hunt  at  that  time. 
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65.     On  or  about  August  19,  1971   Daniel  Schorr,  a  television 
commentator  for  CBS  News,  was  invited  to  the  White  House  to  meet 
with  Presidential  aides  in  connection  with  an  allegedly  unfavorable 
news  analysis  by  Schorr  of  a  Presidential  speech.   Thereafter,  while 
traveling  with  the  President,  Haldeman  directed  Lawrence  Higby,  one 
of  his  aides,  to  obtain  an  FBI  background  report  on  Schorr.   The  FBI, 
following  Higby's  request,  conducted  an  extensive  investigation  of 
Schorr.   The  FBI  immediately  interviewed  25  persons  in  seven  hours, 
including  members  of  Schorr's  family,  friends,  employers,  and  the 
like.   Schorr  never  consented  to  such  an  investigation.   Following 
public  disclosure  of  the  investigation,  the  White  House  stated  that 
Schorr  was  investigated  in  connection  with  a  potential  appointment 
as  an  assistant  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Environmental  Quality  Council. 
He  was  never  appointed.   Haldeman  has  testified  that  Schorr  was  not 
being  considered  for  any  federal  appointment  and  that  he  could  not 
remember  why  the  request  was  made. 
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this  field  has  been  clue  in  large  measure  to  the  fact  that  you  have 
strongly  supported  this  activity. 

Will  counsel  call  the  first  witness? 

Jlr.  Baskir.  Mr.  Chairman,  our  first  witness  this  morning  is  ^Ir. 
Daniel  Schorr,  news  correspondent  for  CBS  television. 

Senator  Ervin.  I  want  to  thank  you  for  your  acceptance  of  the 
invitation  extended  to  you  by  the  subcommittee.  I  think  your 
appearance  here  will  either  help  clarify  the  state  of  confusion  that 
exists,  or  make  the  state  of  confusion — in  light  of  the  newspaper 
article  or  evidence  supplied  by  the  AVhite  House — more  dense,  I  do 
not  know  which. 

STATEMENT  OF  BANIEL  SCHORR,  NEWS  CORRESPONDENT,  CBS 


I    STAI 

I    :\rr 


]Mr.  Schorr.  Air.  Chairman,  thank  you.  I  doubt  that  what  I  say 
will  totally  clarify  events,  many  of  which  still  remain  a  mystery  to 
me.  But  whatever  help  I  can  be,  I  am  delighted,  because  I  share 
your  concern  and  the  concern  of  this  subcommittee  about  relations 
between  the  Government  and  the  press  and  people  of  the  press  in 
this  country. 

I  am  Daniel  Schorr,  resident  of  Washington,  D.C.,  a  correspond- 
ent of  CBS  News  for  the  past  19  years,  for  many  of  those  years  a 
foreign  correspondent  in  the  Soviet  Union,  Poland,  Germany,  and 
elsewhere;  for  the  past  6  years  in  Washington,  where  I  also  had  pre- 
vious assignments. 

Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  in^-ited  me  to  testify  concerning  the  FBI 
investigation  of  me  and  related  matters.  I  am  happy  to  respond, 
sharing  j-our  concern  for  the  state  of  freedom  in  the  press  and  the 
relationship  between  the  Government  and  the  press.  I  have  not  imtil 
today  given  any  public  recital  of  this  singular  episode  because  of  a 
conv-iction  that  a  reporter  of  events  should  try  to  avoid,  if  he  can, 
"becoming  part  of  the  events.  But,  in  the  interests  of  this  subcommit- 
tee's inquiry,  I  shall  be  as  helpful  as  I  can.  In  a  sense,  it  is  some- 
what embarrassing  for  me  to  be  making  my  debut  as  a  witness, 
because  in  some  part,  I  feel  we  should  be  on  the  other  side  of  those 
lights  and  not  have  to  stand  in  front,  but  I  think  the  episode  has 
made  it  necessary.  I  would  not  myself  have  reported  it  on  the  radio 
or  on  television,  but  since  it  has  become  a  subject  of  inquiry,  I  am 
glad  to  be  here. 

CBS  has  not  been  consulted  about  my  testimony,  and  I  speak 
entirely  for  myself.  The  facts  are  as  I  experienced  them.  The  admin- 
istnition  has  at  no  time,  until  today,  undertaken  to  give  me  any 
official  explanation  of  its  investigation. 

On  Friday,  August  20,  1971,"  at  about  10  a.m.,  an  agent  of  the 
FBI  npiiearod,  without  prior  appointment,  at  the  Washington  office 
of  CBS  News,  saying  that  he  wished  to  interview  me  and  my  bui-eau 
chief.  AVilliam  Small,  and  to  consult  personnel  files  on  me  as  part  of 
an  investigation  undertaken,  he  said,  because  I  was  being  considered 
for  a  high  Government  position. 

!Mr.  Small  declined  to  cooperate  unless  advised  of  the  nature  of 
the  position,  which  the  agent  said  he  did  not  know.  Interviewed  sep- 
arately,  I   replied   to  initial    questions,   but   then   declined    fuither 
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answers  pending  some  indication  of  the  position  for  which  I  was 
being  investigated.  The  agent  asked  if  I  had  any  objection  to  pursu- 
ance of  the  investigation  elsewliere,  or  of  the  FBI's  pursuing  the 
investigation  elsewliere.  I  said,  yes,  I  did  object,  because  such  an 
investigation  could  be  a  source  of  embarrassment  and,  at  the  very 
least,  create  the  impression  that  I  was  considering  a  change  of 
employment.  The  agent  promised  to  report  my  observations  to  his 
superiors. 

In  fact,  embarrassment  for  me  had  already  begun.  Early  that 
morning  the  FBI  Bureau  in  New  York  had  telephoned  the  home  of 
Richard  N.  Salant,  president  of  CBS  News,  apologizing  for  the 
early  call  by  speaking  of  a  crash  investigation  that  had  to  be  com- 
pleted by  the  following  Monday.  Other  CBS  executives  were  con- 
tacted during  that  day.  I  had  some  difficulty  in  allaying  their  con- 
cern that  I  was  planning  to  leave  CBS.  They  found  it  incredible — as 
did  I — that  a  full  field  investigation  should  be  in  progress, 
connected  with  a  possible  appointment  of  which  I  had  no  mkling. 
My  relations  with  CBS  News  are,  happily,  on  the  whole,  rather 
stable.  Otherwise,  they  could  easily  have  been  placed  under  a  great 
strain. 

From  information  volunteered  to  me  by  others  who  had  been 
approached  by  the  FBI,  it  appeared  that  agents  interviewed  or  tele- 
phoned previous  employers,  various  colleagues,  including  an  NBC 
correspondent  who  served  with  me  in  Moscow ;  residential  neighbors, 
one  of  whom  reported  what  appeared  to  be  surveillance  of  my 
I  home;  and  neighbors  of  my  brotlier,  Prof.  Alvin  L.  Schorr,  dean  of 

tlie  School  of  Social  AVork  at  New  York  University. 

There  was  natumlly  intense  speculation  among  all  of  us  within 
CBS  about  the  purpose  of  the  investigation.  Perhaps  more  trusting 
than  most,  I  inclined  to  the  belief  that  there  is  more  bungling  than 
conspiracy  in  Government,  and  that  the  investigation  had  perhaps 
preceded  a  job  offer,  which  would  eventually  emerge.  Others  in  CBS 
leaned  more  to  a  harassment  tlveory  because  of  the  general  climate  of 
pressure  on  the  broadcasting  industry,  the  history  of  my  relations 
with  the  administration,  wliich  I  shall  go  into  in  a  moment,  and 
especially  because  of  the  timing  of  my  investigation. 

The  administration  and  its  supporters  had,  on  several  occasions, 
expressed  displeasure  over  my  reporting.  Senator  Dole  had  inserted 
a  statement  in  the  Congressional  Record  criticizing  my  reporting  on 
nutrition  matters.  President  Nixon  had  accused  me.  in  speaking  to  a 
group  of  newspaper  women,  of  "telling  a  little  lie"  because"  of  a 
report  indicating  that  the  President  had  privately,  at  one  point, 
expressed  misgivings  about  the  Safeguard  ABM  system.  White 
House  Press  Secretary  Ronald  Ziejrler  had  criticized  me  at  briefings 
in  printable  language,  and  other  Wliite  House  officials  had  expressed 
themselves  privately  in  less  printable  language.  And  on  August  19, 
the  day  before  the  start  of  the  FBI  investigation,  I  was  invited  by 
the  "Wliite  House  to  a  meeting  with  officials  to  hear  objections  to  my 
report  on  the  CBS  Evening  News  the  previous  day  raising  doubts 
about  the  concrete  effects  of  President  Nixon's  pron'iise  to  assist  the 
Catholic  parochial  schools  in  their  financial  plight. 
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To  me  it  seemed  higlily  doubtful  that  the  administration  would 
beef  to  me  one  day  and  set  the  FBI  on  me  the  next — if  only  because 
this  would  set  some  kind  of  bureaucratic  speed  record.  But  my  belief 
that  a  job  offer  would  surface  in  fact  began  to  weaken  with  the  pas- 
sage of  time.  My  informal  inquiries  of  friends  in  Government  pro- 
duced no  enlightenment.  On  October  8  on  a  social  occasion,  I  asked 
Frederick  V.  Alalek,  ^Miite  House  specialist  in  recruiting,  if  he  knew 
what  kind  of  job  the  FBI  had  been  investigating  me  for.  Mr.  ilalek 
professed  ignorance  and  surprise,  promised  to  check  and  call  me  that 
next  day.  Mr.  Malek  never  called. 

By  early  November  I  was  close  to  agreeing  with  the  cynics  in  my 
organization  that  the  investigation  had  not  been  benevolently 
intended.  AVhat  else  could  an  oft-criticized  reporter  believe  about  an 
ostensibly  job-connected-investigation  that,  2  months  later,  had  pro- 
duced not  the  slightest  whisper  of  a  job  offer,  but  only  avowals  of 
ignorance  from  the  White  House  talent  scout? 

Then,  amidst  the  mysterious  silence  about  the  investigation,  the 
criticism  was  renewed.  On  November  4,  Charles  Colson,  special 
counsel  to  the  President,  telephoned  Dr.  Frank  Stanton,  vice  chair- 
man of  CBS,  Inc.,  to  object  to  a  report  I  had  made  the  pre\'ious  day 
about  conflict  within  the  Pay  Board.  As  I  understand  it.  Dr.  Stan- 
ton referred  Mr.  Colson  to  Mr.  Salant,  the  President  of  CBS  News. 
My  own  knowledge  of  the  telephone  call  is  sketchy  because  neither 
Dr.  Stanton  nor  Mr.  Salant  has  discussed  it  with  me.  I  imagine  they 
were  seeking  to  insulate  me  from  administration  pressures.  Gordon 
Manning,  vice  president  of  CBS  News,  did  ask  me  for  fi^.ctual  mate- 
rial to  get  in  a  position  to  reply  to  Mr.  Colson 's  objections. 

Now,  let  me  tell  you  what  I  was  thinking  at  that  time.  In  such  a 
situation,  a  reporter  has  a  problem,  or  several  problems.  First  of  all, 
whether  to  disclose  the  FBI  story.  With  the  concurrence  of  my  CBS 
News  superiors,  I  decided  not  to  because  to  my  mind  this  was  a  "no 
win"  situation.  That  is  to  say,  to  become  the  purveyor  of  news  alwiit 
my  problems  with  the  Government  could  only  cast  me  in  the  role  of 
an  interested  party  and  tarnish  my  journalistic  neutrality.  I  thought 
one  had  to  stick  to  the  position  that,  no  matter  how  emotional  the 
administration  was  about  me,  I  had  to  try  to  avoid  becoming  emo- 
tional about  the  administration  because  if  the  administration  could 
push  me  into  the  role  of  its  open  antagonist,  that  would  serve  its 
purpose  as  well,  or  perhaps  better,  than  intimidating  me  into  pulling 

y  punches. 

This  lends  to  the  larger  problem  of  how  you  conduct  yourself  as  a 
reporter  from  then  on:  trying  to  make  sure  that  you  are  still  cover- 
ing the  administration  on  its  news  merits,  not  leaning  backward,  not 
leaning  forward;  trying  to  put  out  of  your  mind  that  CBS,  however 
valiantly  it  seeks  to  protect  you  from  intimidation,  is  itself  UTider 
strong  pressure,  and  the  thought  that  you  might  be  contributing  to 
the  WOPS  of  your  employer.  I  tell  you  about  these  inner  thought 
processes  because  I  think  it  important  for  you,  the  subcommittee,  to 
know  some  of  the  more  subtle  ways  in  which  Government  actions 
can  affect  the  exercise  of  press  freedoms. 

Let  me  give  you  a  concrete  example  of  the  pi-oblems  created  for 
me.  On  November  11,  the  stoiy  of  the  FBI  investigation  was  pub- 
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also  requested  the  "\\1iite  House  to  permit  the  two  gentlemen  who 
were  reputedly  concerned  with  the  affair  to  come  down  before  the 
subcommittee  to  testify. 

I  received  a  letter  from  !Mr.  J.  Edgar  Hoover,  dated  January  27, 
1972,  in  which  he  says : 

My  dear  Mr.  Chairman  : 

Reference  is  made  to  your  letter  dated  January  24,  1972,  regarding  the 
investigation  of  Mr.  Daniel  Louis  Schorr. 

Investigation  of  Mr.  Schorr  was  requested  on  August  19,  1971,  by  a  member 
of  the  White  House  staff,  authorized  to  request  federal  personnel  background 
investigations. 

I  digress  to  note  that  the  committee  has  been  given  no  informa- 
tion as  to  who  this  member  of  the  White  House  staff  was. 

I  think  this  is  a  very  significant  statement  in  Mr.  Hoover's  letter: 

The  investigation  was  referred  to  our  field  oflSces,  but  no  inquiries  were  con- 
ducted until  the  morning  of  August  20,  1971.  Mr.  Schorr  was  contacted  at 
approximately  8 :30  a.m.  on  August  20,  1971,  to  obtain  appropriate  background 
data.  He  was  informed  of  the  investigation  and  later  that  morning  made  back- 
ground data  available  to  us.  At  approximately  3  ;00  p.m.  on  the  same  day,  we 
learned  from  officials  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System  that  Mr.  Schorr 
desired  the  investigation  to  be  discontinued.  The  investigation  was  discontin- 
ued at  approximately  that  hour  pursuant  to  instructions  from  the  AVhite 
House.  Prior  to  the  discontinuance  of  our  investigation,  25  persons  were  inter- 
viewed concerning  Mr.  Schorr. 

This  Bureau  was  not  specifically  requested  by  the  White  House  to  obtain 
any  particular  type  of  information  during  the  investigation.  The  investigation 
was  requested  as  a  routine  background  investigation  for  possible  federal 
appointment  in  which  we  make  inquiries  regarding  a  person's  character,  loy- 
alty, geueiiil  standing,  and  ability. 

The  incomplete  investigation  of  Mr.  Schorr  was  entirely  favorable  concern- 
ing him  and  the  results  were  furnished  to  the  White  House. 

Sincerely  yours,  J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

This  Bureau  was  not  specifically  requested  by  the  White  House  to  obtain 
any  particular  type  of  information  during  the  investigation. 

I  say  that  is  a  very  significant  statement  because  of  my  own  expe- 
rience on  many  occasions  when  I  have  been  questioned  by  FBI 
agents  concerning  some  individual  under  consideration  for  a  Federal 
appointment.  In  every  case  in  which  the  FBI  has  sought  informa- 
tion from  me,  I  have  been  advised  not  only  of  the  name  of  the  indi- 
vidual that  they  were  seeking  information  about,  but  the  ofHce  that 
the  Government  contemplates  appointing  him  to.  For  that  reason,  I 
find  great  difficulty — although,  as  you  say  about  yourself,  I  am  a 
rather  trusting  individual — in  believing  that  anybody  at  the  AMiite 
House  or  any  member  of  the  Wliite  House  staff  would  initiate  the 
FBI  investigation  with  a  view  to  determining  one's  qualifications 
for  a  job  without  ever  first  asking  that  individual  whether  he  would 
accept  the  job  if  it  was  offered  to  him.  Undoubtedly,  it  is  a  source  of 
great  embarrassment  for  a  man  to  have  25  of  his  associates  questions 
about  him  by  the  FBI,  it  would  certainly  be  a  source  of  great 
embarrassment  to  me.  Despite  the  fact  that  most  of  the  statutes  of 
limitations  have  e.\pired  on  most  of  my  misdeeds,  I  would  be  very 
embarrassed  by  that  and  I  can  understand  why  you  would  have  per- 
sonal cmliarrassment  about  that. 

Xow,  this  subcommittee  specifically  requested  the  "\\'1ute  House  to 
permit  ?.lr.  Frederick  V.  Malek  and  Mr.  Charles  W.  Colson  to 
appear  before  the  subcommittee  and  give  us  what  information  they 
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could.  Tlic  subcoinmittco  has  never  licaid  from  Mr  Malek  and  ^Ir. 
Colson  directly,  but  it  has  received  this  letter  from  Mr.  John  "\V. 
Dean  III,  counsel  to  the  President,  ^vntten  on  ^^'l^ite  House  station- 
eiy.  It  says : 

"Dear  Senator  Eivin : 

"This  is  in  response  to  your  letter  of  December  -3,  1971,  to  the 
President,  Mr.  Frederick  V.  Malek  and  Mr.  Charles  W.  Colson  con- 
cerning the  investigation  of  ilr.  Daniel  Schorr.  You  have  indicated 
in  your  letter  to  the  President  that  your  inquiry  was  promptetl  by 
concerns  and  suspicions  which  liave  arisen  in  connection  with  this 
matter  and  the  need  to  put  them  to  rest. 

"We  fully  agree  that  any  concerns  and  suspicions  which  have 
arisen  must  be  eliminated  and  we  have  moved  to  do  just  that  by 
publicly  stating  the  precise  reason  the  investigation  of  Mr.  Schorr 
was  conducted. 

"Also  upon  reviewing  this  matter,  the  President  has  made  it  the 
policy  of  this  administration  that  such  preliminary  job  clearance 
investigations  will  not  he  initiated  without  prior  notification  to  the 
person  being  investigated." 

It  is  rather  peculiar  that  so  much  of  this  administration  has  gone 
by  before  it  arrived  at  that  conclusion  that  that  is  a  good  rule  to 
follow.  But  I  am  glad  that  at  long  last,  it  has  agreed  that  it  is  going 
to  use  that  commonsense  approach  to  these  matters  in  the  future. 

"Despite  some  inaccurate  conjecture  to  the  contrary,  the  facts  in 
this  sitrition  are  quite  simple.  Mr.  Schorr  was  being  considered  for 
a  post" — and  they  emphasize  this — "that  is  presently  filled  and  a 
routine  job  investigation  was  commenced  without  notifying  Mr. 
Schorr.  Mr.  iSIalek's  office  was  performing  in  his  general  area  of 
talent  searching  in  this  matter,  ilr.  Colson's  office  was  not  involved 
in  the  matter  at  all.  Given  these  facts,  there  is  nothing  more  we 
believe  can  be  added  to  clarify  the  situation. 

"With  respect  to  j'our  request  for  the  appearance  of  INIr.  ^lalek 
:and  ]Mr.  Colson  before  your  subcommittee,  it  has  been  a  matter  of 
long-established  principle  and  precedent  that  members  of  the  Presi- 
dent's immediate  staff  do  not  appear  befoie  congressional  committees 
to  testify  in  regard  to  the  performance  of  their  duties  as  membei-s  of 
the  President's  staff.  This  practice  is  indeed  fundamental  to  the 
operation  of  our  system  of  government.  Therefore,  I  wish  to  advise 
you  that  Mr.  ilalek  and  ]Mr.  Colson  respectfully  decline  the  iiivita- 
tion  to  testify." 

So  we  got  a  letter  in  response  to  our  request  for  witnesses,  but 
when  you  search  for  truth,  you  are  somewhat  handicapped  when  the 
only  information  you  can  get  is  ii\  the  form  of  a  letter  because  you 
cannot  cross-examine  a  letter. 

Xow,  cross-examination  is  a  great  weapon  in  the  search  for  truth. 
Wicn  all  you  have  is  a  letter,  it  can  conceal  more  than  it  reveals. 
We  are  not  told  to  this  day  who  initi.ited  this  investigation,  and 
until  this  morning,  I  never  heard  of  anything  that  indicated  what 
kind  of  a  position  you  were  allegedly  under  consideration  for. 

T  have  seen  and  heard  you  many  times  on  TV.  reporting  news 
wliich  affected  the  Government,  and  I  am  frank  to  state  that  I  have 
always  been  impressed  by  your  objectivity. 
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Mr.  Schorr.  Thank  you. 

Senator  ER\^^^  Sometimes  the  news  you  reported  was  very  preju- 
dicial to  the  governmental  activities  that  the  news  referred  to,  and 
sometimes  the  news  you  reported  did  not  reflect  too  much  credit  on 
the  governmental  activities  involved.  I  think  that  is  true  in  report- 
ing any  news.  But  evidently  from  your  statement,  you  did  not 
enamor  yourself  to  Mr.  Colson,  or  some  other  members  of  the  TSHiite 
House  staff.  It  appears  here  that  on  several  occasions,  they  protested 
— quite  naturally,  because  none  of  us  likes  to  hear  imfavorable  news 
about  ourselves.  I  plead  guilty  to  being  one  of  those  individuals, 
myself,  so  it  is  undei'standable  to  me. 

But  I  think  you  have  to  draw  one  of  two  conclusions  here;  either 
the  Government  really  had  you  under  consideration  for  a  high  Gov- 
ernment position,  or  they  were  trying  to  intimidate  you  or  harass 
you.  I  do  not  see  any  other  conclusion.  If  there  was  any  other  possi- 
ble conclusion,  we  could  have  learned  a  little  more  about  it  if  some 
witness  had  come  down  to  testify  and  been  subject  to  being  ques- 
tioned. That  is  rather  necessary. 

I  remember  an  old  story  we  lawyers  used  to  tell  about  a  man  who 
ran  into  a  train  at  a  crossing  on  a  dark  night.  The  question  was 
asked  whether  he  was  given  any  warning  of  the  presence  of  the 
train  on  the  crossing.  This  old  night  watchman  testified  very  posi- 
tively that  he  stood  out  beside  the  train  and  waved  his  lantern  back 
and  forth;  but  despite  that  fact,  the  driver  of  the  car  just  crashed 
into  the  train.  And  the  jury  evidently  believe  the  night  watchman, 
because  they  returned  a  verdict  in  favor  of  the  railroad. 

After  the  verdict  was  returned,  the  railroad  lawyer  was  compli- 
menting the  night  watchman  on  his  testimony  and  he  said,  "You 
were  so  cool  and  calm  on  the  stand."  And  the  night  watchman  said, 
"I  might  have  appeared  that  way,  but  I  was  scared  to  death — scared 
all  the  time  that  they  were  going  to  ask  me  whether  mj'  lantern  was 
lit." 

So  they  sent  us  a  letter  and  by  sending  the  letter,  they  have  us  in 
a  position  where  we  cannot  ask  them  whether  the  lantern  was  lit. 

Now,  there  are  some  things  that  are  interesting  to  me  in  this 
matter.  One  is  that  Mr.  John  W.  Dean  III,  in  a  letter  which  was 
handed  to  me  just  a  few  days  ago,  said  this : 

'•Mr.  Schorr  was  being  considered  for  a  post  that  is  presently 
filled."  And  I  read  to  my  consternation  in  the  Washinuton  Post  this 
morning  that  some  unknown  person — maybe  that  John  Doe  the 
grand  juries  have  been  looking  for  so  unsuccessfiilly  all  these  yeai-s 
— had  an  interview  with  a  reporter  from  the  "Washington  Post  and 
had  this  to  say  about  the  job  that  Mr.  Dean  said  is  presently  filled: 

"*  *  *  but  he  said  the  job  had  not  been  filled." 

If  I  had  been  "White  House  counsel,  I  would  have  told  the  wit- 
nesses that  they  had  better  try  to  reconcile  their  testimony  instead  of 
making  a  contradictory  statement  of  that  kind. 

Now,  your  statement  is  to  the  efi'ect  that  after  this  matter  arose 
and  you  got  no  enlightenment  from  any  source  about  the  job  for 
which  you  were  allegedly  under  consideration,  on  a  social  occasion, 
you  asked  Frederick  V.  ^lalek,  "WHiitc  House  specialist  in  recruiting, 
if  he  knew  what  kind  of  job  the  FBI  had  been  investigating  you 
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for.  Tlien  you  state  tliat  ifr.  Mrlek  professed  ignorance  and  sur- 
prise, promised  to  clieck  and  call  j'ou  the  next  day,  and  never  called. 

Now.  in  this  same  article  of  this  interview  by  this  undesignated 
"\^niite  House  official,  it  says  this  which  is  the  latest  on  the  subject 
from  tlie  Wiiite  House:  "Tlie  official  told  the  WasJr'mgton  Pout  that 
Schorr's  name  was  considered  for  the  position  by  Frederick  V. 
Malek,  Chief  White  House  Recruiter."  Your  statement  says  that  ilr. 
Malek  told  you  that  he  was  ignorant  about  it  at  the  time,  and  was 
surprised  to  hear  about  it. 

Mr.  SciiORR.  I  must,  in  justice  to  him,  say  that  he  has  since  that 
time  given  various  newspaper  interviews  in  which  he  has  said  that 
he  wanted  to  let  me  down  easy  and  he  didn't  want  to  tell  me  on  that 
occasion  that  I  had  been  considered  and  rejected. 

Senator  ER^^^'.  He  wanted  to  let  you  down  eas^^  In  other  words, 
his  subsequent  explanation  was  that  he  had  been  so  reluctant  to  tell 
you  the  truth  at  the  social  occasion  that  he  decided  to  tell  it  to  you 
later  and  let  you  clown  easy? 

ilr.  ScnoRK.  Yes,  but  he  did  not  tell  me  later,  either. 

Senator  ERV^^^  One  thing  about  it,  if  he  had  been  willing  to  come 
down  here  and  testify,  we  could  have  asked  him  and  given  him  the 
opportimitj'  to  elucidate  on  the  situation  and  at  least  dissipate  some 
of  the  confusion  about  whether  he  knew  or  did  not  know  about  it.  I 
do  not  think  that  the  "Wliite  House  would  have  fallen  into  ruins  if 
he  had  come  and  given  tliis  information,  which  I  think  the  subcom- 
mittee is  entitled  to.  The  subcommittee  has  found  that  so  many 
Americans  have  come  to  fear  the  Government,  because  the  Govem- 
ment  is  always  snooping  around  and  trying  to  investigate  them.  In 
the  absence  of  any  testimony  I  think  I  will  just  have  to  put  these 
two  letters  in  the  record,  and  also  this  article  from  the  AYashington 
Post  of  today. 

(The  items  referred  to  follow :) 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice, 

FeHERAL  BlTJEAD  OF  INVESTIGATION. 

Wa-fhington,  D.C.,  January  27,  1912. 
Hon.   Sam  .7.  Krvin,  .Tr., 

Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  Constitutional  Rights, 
Committee  on  the  Jiidicianj, 
U.S.  Senate, 
Wa.'ihington,  D.C. 

My  Dear  >[r.  ^^AIR^rAN  :  ReferencP  is  made  to  your  letter  dated  Jamiaiy 
24,  1972,  regarding  the  investigation  of  Mr.  Daniel  Louis  Schorr. 

Invesricratioii  nt  Mr.  Scliorr  was  requested  on  Anjrust  19,  1971.  by  a  member 
of  tlie  White  Hou.-;e  staff,  authorized  to  request  federal  personnel  background 
investigations.  The  investigation  was  referred  to  our  field  offices,  but  no  inquir- 
ies were  conducted  until  tlie  morning  of  August  20.  1971.  Mr.  Schorr  was  con- 
tacted at  approximately  S:30  a.m.  on  August  20,  1971,  to  obtain  appropriate 
background  data.  He  was  informed  of  the  investigation  and  later  that  morning 
made  background  data  available  to  us.  At  appro.xinmtely  3.00  p.m.  on  the  same 
dav,  we  learned  from  officials  of  the  Columbia  Broadcasting  System  that  Mr. 
Schorr  desired  tlie  investigation  to  be  discontinued.  The  investigation  wa*  dis- 
continued at  approximately  that  hour  pursuant  to  instnictions  from  tlie  AVhite 
House.  Prior  to  the  discontinuance  of  our  investigation,  twenty-five  persons 
were  interviewed  conceiTiing  Mr.  Schorr. 

This  Rureau  was  not  specifically  requested  by  the  WTiite  House  to  obtain 
any  particular  type  of  information  during  the  investigation.  The  investigation 
was    requested    as    a    routine    backj^round    investigation    for    possible    federal 
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appointment  in  which  we  make  inquiries  regarding  a  person's  character    loy- 
alty, general  standing,  and  ahility. 

The  incomplete  investigation  of  Mr.   Schorr  was  entirely  favorable  concern- 
ing him  and  tlie  results  were  furnished  to  the  White  House. 
Sincerely  yours, 

J.  Edgar  Hoover. 

The  White  Hocse, 

Hon.  Sam  J.  Ervut,  Jr., 
U.S.  Senate, 
Wanhinijton,  D.C. 

Dear  Senator  Ervin  :  This  is  in  response  to  your  letters  of  December  3 
1371  to  the  President,  >Ir.  Frederick  V.  Malek  and  .Mr.  Charles  W.  Colson  con- 
cerning the  investigation  of  Mr.  Daniel  Schorr. 

You  have  indicated  in  your  letter  to  the  President  that  your  ino«iry  is 
prompted  by  concerns  and  suspicions  which  have  arisen  in  connection  with  this 
matter  and  the  need  to  put  them  to  rest.  We  fully  agree  that  anv  concerns 
and  suspicions  which  have  arisen  must  be  eliminated  and  we  have  m'oved  to  do 
just  that  by  publicly  stating  the  precise  reason  the  investigation  of  Mr  Schorr 
was  conducted.  Also,  upon  reviewing  this  matter,  the  President  has  made  it 
the  policy  of  this  Administration  that  such  preliminary  job  clearance  investi- 
gations will  not  be  initiated  without  prior  notification  to  the  person  being  inves- 
tigated. 

Despite  some  inaccurate  conjecture  to  the  contrary,  the  facts  in  this  situa- 
tion are  quite  simple.  Mr.  Schorr  was  being  considered  for  a  post  that  is 
presently  filled  and  a  routine  job  investigation  was  commenced  without  notify- 
ing Mr.  Schorr.  Mr.  Malek's  office  was  performing  in  its  general  area  of  talent 
searching  in  this  matter.  Mr.  Colson's  office  was  not  involved  in  the  matter  at 
all.  Given  these  facts,  there  is  nothing  more  we  believe  can  be  added  to  clarify 
the  situation.  ■* 

With  respect  to  your  request  for  the  appearance  of  Mr.  Malek  and  Mr 
Colson  before  your  Subcommittee,  it  has  been  a  matter  of  long-established 
principle  and  precedent  that  members  of  the  President's  immediate  staff  do  not 
appear  before  Congressional  committees  to  testify  in  regard  to  the  performance 
of  their  duties  as  members  of  the  President's  staff.  This  practice  is  indeed 
fundamental  to  the  operation  of  our  system  of  government 

Therefore,  I  wish  to  advise  you  that  Mr.  Malek  and  Mr.  Colson  respectfnlly 
decline  the  invitation  to  testify. 
Sincerely, 

John  W.  Dean  III. 
Counsel  to  the  President. 
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[From  the  Wnshington  Post,  Feb.  1.  1972] 

White  House  Weighed  Job  For  Schorr 

(By  Carroll  Kilpatrick) 

A  White  House  official  said  yesterday  that  CBS  correspondent  Daniel  Schorr 
was  under  consideration  last  year  to  be  assistant  to  the  chairman  of  the  Coun- 
cil on  Environmental  Quality. 

The  official  told  The  Washington  Post  that  Schorr's  name  was  considered  for 
the  position  by  Frederic  V.  Malek,  chief  White  Hoii.se  recruiter,  and  that  his 
discussion  of  Schorr's  name  with  aides  triggered  the  FBI  investigation  of  the 
correspondent. 

Schorr  is  .scheduled  to  testify  today  at  the  opening  of  hearings  callwl  hv 
Sen.  Sara.  J.  Ervin  (D-N.C.)  on  press  freedoms.  Ervin  is  chairman  of  a  Senate 
constitutional  rights  subcommittee. 

Ervin  charged  last  night  that  the  White  House  has  refuse<l  to  permit  anr  of 
its  officials  to  testify  af  the  iicaiin^s. 

He  s.iid  he  had  requested  ^raU■k.  Special  Counsel  Charles  Colson  and  Com- 
mumc.itions  Din.ct.u-  Herbert  G.  Klein  to  testify  to  .set  the  record  straight  hut 
all  declined.  ' 

Er\in  s.'iid  the  only  response  was  a  letter  from  John  W.  Dean  ITT.  cou-isel  to 
the  President,  who  wrote,  "Tliis  matter  has  been  fully  and  carefully  reviewed. 
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right  to  be  extended  the  courtesy  of  the  President's  hospitality  in  order 
to  express  their  opposition. 

Senatoi'  Montova.  Well,  are  you  in  effect  telling  me  that  this  enemies 
list  was  compiled  so  that  it  would  serve  as  an  exclusion  list  for  the 
White  Housed 

Mr.  Haldeman".  In  effect,  yes. 

Senator  Montoya.  Why  was  so  much  time  wasted  in  the  White 
House  with  memos  and  communications  l)etween  staff'  members  in  tiy- 
ing  to  compile  this  list,  then  ? 

ii.T.  Haldemax.  First  of  all,  I  don't  believe  a  great  deal  of  time  was 
wasted  in  doing  so.  The  time  that  was  expended  in  doing  it  was  for  the 
purpose  that  I  have  indicated,  and  was  a  part  of  carrying  out  the  effort 
of  the  White  House  to  extend  our  policies  to  carry  out  the  policies  of 
the  administration  rather  than  to  provide  a  forum  for  the  expression 
of  opjxjsition. 

Senator  Montoya.  Well,  if  your  objective  was,  as  you  have  stated 
it,  why  was  it  an  effort  to  involve  IRS  in  auditing  some  of  these  people 
and  why  were  there  orders  from  the  White  House  to  the  FBI  to  check 
on  some  of  these  people  ? 

Mr.  H.\LDEiiAN.  I  would  like  to  know  what  those  orders  were  and 
erhaps  I  can  respond  to  them. 
'  Senator  Montoya.  All  right. 

Mr.  Higby,  who  was  your  administrative  assistant,  has  given  in- 
formation to  this  commiti.ee  that  while  he  was  in  the  Grand  Tetons 
with  the  President  and  you,  he  was  asked  by  you  to  call  Mr.  Hoover 
and  get  a  complete  background  on  Daniel  Schorr;  and  Mr.  Higby 
did  this,  and  he  has  submitted  testimony  to  this  committee  in  secret 
to  that  effect. 

Now,  would  you  deny  that  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Montoya.  Did  you  do  that  ? 

Mr.  Haldem.\n.  I  requested  a  background  report  on  Mr.  Schorr,  or 
asked  Mr.  Higby  to  request  one,  not  in  connection  with  the  enemies 
list  and  I  am  not  sure  in  what  connection  it  was,  but  I  am  sure  there 
was  something  that  arose  at  the  time  that  this  request  was  made  and 
I  don'tknow  in  what  context,  but  there  had  been,  as  has  been  indicated 
here  in  earlier  testimony,  concern  from  time  to  time  about  statements 
that  were  made  and  the  reasons  for  them  in  terms  of  national  security 
questions  and  I  don't  know  that  this  was  in  such  a  context  because  I 
simply  don't  recall  what  the  reason  was  for  it. 

Senator  Montota.  Why  would  you  order  a  check  in  that  context  ? 
Was  ^[r.  Schorr  being  considered  for  an  appointment? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No,  sir ;  he  was  not. 

Senator  Montoy.\.  Why  would  you  check  on  him.  then? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  The  check  was  made — I  don't  know  why,  but  the 
check  was  made. 

Senator  Montoya.  You  ordered  it  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Tlie  request  for  the  check  was  in  connection  with 
something  apparently— I  assume  that  arose  at  that  time  that  generated 
a  request  for  the  background  report  on  Mr.  Schorr.  The  request  I 
would  like  to  emphasize.  Senator,  was  not  a  request  for  an  investiiration 
of  Mi-.  Schorr  and  at  the  time  that  the  request  was  made  it  was  for  the 
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background  file  which  the  FBI  has  on  individuals,  that  is,  a  summary 
report  on  their  activities  and  background. 

^  Senator  Montoya.  Wouldn't  you  call  it  an  investigation  when  the 
FBI  goes  out  to  try  to  get  the  background  on  an  individual? 

Mr.  ILvLDEMAN.  When  they  go  out  to  do  it,  I  would ;  but  the  request 
was  not  that  they  go  out  to  do  it.  The  request  was  for  the  file — what 

happened 

Senator  Moxtoya.  What  file?  Do  you  have  a  file  in  the  White  House 
on  Mr.  Schorr? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Xo,  sir.  The  FBI  did,  or  may  have. 
Senator  Moxtoya.  How  did  you  know  they  have? 
Mr.  Haldemax.  They  have  a  file  on  most  people  who  are  known  pub- 
licl>-  and  the  request  was  for  whatever  file  they  have. 

Senator  Montota.  You  mean  the  FBI  has  a  file  on  every  American 
that  is  known  publicly  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  think  they  probably  do.  I  have  not  been  through 
theirfiles  so  I  can't  verify  that. 

Senator  Moxtota.  We'll,  you  just  stated  that 

Mr.  Haldeman-.  I  said,  I  think  they  did. 

Senator  Moxtoya.  Now,  assuming  that  Mr.  Schorr  is  one  case,  now 
I  will  give  you  an  instance  where  you  ordered  FBI  checks  on  eight 
other  individuals. 
Did  you  do  that? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  I  don't  know.  I  would  like  to  hear  what  they  are. 
Senator  Montoya.  Well,  Mr.  Butterfield  has  so  testified  that  vou 
did. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Could  I  hear  them,  please  ? 

Senator  Montoya.  Yes.  The  testimony  of  Mr.  Butterfield  is  as  fol- 
lows. It  is  on  page  10  of  his  interview  before  the  committee,  and  this 
IS  his  testimony:  "Haldeman  and  occasionally  Ehrlichman  had  re- 
quested an  FBI  check  on  nonappointees."  To"  Butterfield's  recollec- 
tion—this is  a  memorandum  of  his  testimony— to  Butterfield's  recollec- 
tion there  may  have  been  eight  such  requests.  Among  them  were  Frank 
Sinatra,  Daniel  Schorr,  Helen  Hayes. 
Now,  what  do  you  have  to  say  to  that  ? 

Mr.  Haldeman.  In  the  case 

Senator  Montoya.  Was  Helen  Haves  being  considered  for  an  ap- 
pointment?  [Laugliter.] 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Quite  possibly  so.  Helen  Haves  had  helped  Presi- 
dential appointments  and  commissions  at  a  number  of  times  and  that 
IS  ouite  possible. 

Senator  Montoya.  Was  Frank  Sinatra  being  considered  for  an 
appointment? 

Mr.  HALDEifAN.  No,  sir.  Frank  Sinatra  was  being  considered  as  an 
entertainer  at  the  White  House  and  was  an  entertainer  at  the  ^^^lite 
House. 

Senator  Montoya.  And  was  Daniel  Schorr  being  considered  for 
entertainment  at  the  "Wliitc  House?  FLaiKrhter.] 

Mr.  Haldeman.  No.  sir.  I  have  already  covered  the  Daniel  Schorr 
appointment. 

Senntor  Montota.  Thnt  is  all.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Haldeman.  Mr.  Chairman,  could  I 

Senator  Er\tn.  Your  time  is  up. 
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65.3     LAWRENCE  HIGBX  INTERVIEW,  JUNE  22.    1973.   SSC,    1,    4 

""""^^  "  IN  rF,HVli:W        '" 

Participants:   Iligby^  3hure,  Kamiltop.,  K.one,  Armstrong,  Boyce, 
JoMZ   Parker 

Higby  v;aG  student  body  president  of  UCLA  \-!'aer\   Haldeman  was  chairman 

of  the  Aliimni  Ascociation,  and  this  is  hov;  Halde.Tian  caxe  to 

know  Higby,  and  asked  Hi,';by  to  Join  his  advertising  firn  of 

J.  Walter  Thonipson.   Hifiby  said  he  would  on  a  part-time  basis 

and  went  to  v;crk  for  Kaldsinan  in  June  of  19^7 •   Kixon  asked  Kaldeman 

in  the  Spring  of  I968  to  Joint'  :'  ca;np?.iGn  staff.   HaldeT.an 

left  Thompson  around  May  1960  ani  Hi.^by  Joined  him  back  in  New 

York  about  June  and  Lraveled  with  iiixon  throuoh  the  entire 

campaign  as  Haldenian';i  aide,   ilifby  then  v;ent  to  Hew  York  and 

stayed  until  January  1969^  at  '.;hich  time  Higby  cair.e  co  VJashington. 

Higby  worked  under  Haldemari's  ir.dirf;ct  supervision  and  worked 
directly  for  Ken  Cole.   Haldeman  and  Kijby  were  good  friends 
and  had  a  father-son  I'elationshii).   I'if.by  went-^to  v:ork  as 
Haldeman's  Administrative  Assistant  in  June  of  I969  and  moved 
to  Depiity  Administrative  Assistant  through  the  next  four 
years.   Most  of  the  work  that  Halde-Jian  had  cam?)  across  Higby 's 
desk.   In  December  1972  or  January  1972  nigby  was  promoted  to 
Deputy  Assistant  to  the  President  an-.i  v;as  also  deputy 
Administrative  Assistant  to  lialde::-an.   Terry  C 'Donnell  was 
brought  in  to  bo  Admini:- trativc  AsGistrnt  to  Ihtldeman.   Higby 
is  nov/  working  for  Ci-3  and  is  helpinr  Haig  ir.  the  transition. 

VJhen  Higby  v;as  Haldeman's  deputy,  the  ■;■':■  •.■rould  be  days  when  he 
would  not  see  Kaldeman  at  all.   But  i-;h'.*n  he  was  Ilaldeman's 
Administrative  Assistant,  he  v;oul.l  gene^'ally  see  rialdem^an  tv.'O 
or  threo  times  a  lay.   i.e  rode  to  work  v;ith  hin  in  the  morning, 
had  lunch  v.'ith  him  almost  crvery  '.?:;■,  and  i-odo  :icr:ic  ivith  him^. 
at  night.   Vnen  Kaldeman  traveled,  Higby  traveled  with  him,' 
Higby  was  Haldeman's  confidant,   iialdenan  would  not  alv.'ays 
discuss   important  mattcrt-  v;ith  'li-by;  it  depended  on  Kigby'a 
need  to  knov/,  particulai'ly  with  national  security. 


Interview  vrith  Larry  Hiirbv on  .funr;  r'?j  1Q71 

at    Room  G-l^H,  Dirkscn  Senate  C  L'fi('C  Buildinr. :  V/ashin.-tnn.  DC 


by_ 


Dictated 


Transcribed    (-/^-'/73 by  P-^. 
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65. 3     LAWRENCE  EIGBY  INTERVIEW,   JUNE  22,    1973,    SSC,    1,    4 
iiii;by--'a;{,e   >\  ' 

HiKb.v  diin't.  knov.'  or  '.he  Wll-berr  burglar-  until 
he  read  about  it  ir,  L'ne  new-paper. 

Strachan  aru  Ma-ruder  v/ere  invclvc-i  in  tryir.fr  to 
fiRure  out  back  in  1971  or  early  iq?2  wh.at  t,ou1.1  be 
appropriate  intelligence  rlurin.^  the  campai-n  and 
security  measureG,  and  during  ths^  tini'^  "3and'-/edFe" 
came  up.   That's  all  ::ir,by  lenev;.  \:i^   thinks  there  ■ 
wao  a  meetm-  m  Halleman's   ofrice  about  security 
hiCby  thinks  Strachan,  .Vaf^ruder,  and  Mitchell  wer° 
Mo  "^H^  r^n^2^',  ^""^   -loesn'-.  kncv;.   Higby  thought  ^ 

Sandwedge'  had  to  do  with  securi--.   Strachan 
said,  after  co-ninr.  cut  of  Haldeman's  office,  that 
they  had  discussed  "oandwedse." 

Higby  was  avare  that  in  1"70  or  1>-^71  there  ;— re 
national  security  surveillance  and  rBI  ^•ixr&t^-as 
with  regard  to  national  security  leaks.   iiiPDy 
knew  about  Chapmin's  iriend  and  ;.:uskie's  chauffeur 
TtZ^%   told  about  liuskie's  chauffeur  by  Strachan 
■A^.l     T      ^l''?^''^  "-o-'Ght   Miskie's  mail  to  CRP. ) 
^^igby  doesn't  knov  if  d-  Muskie  :nail  was  opened   "^ 
or  not   Higby  didn't  too;;  Senator  Kenned Aas  under 
surveillance,  and  Mi.^by  didn't  transmit  an^.  orders 
regardmc  the  Kennedy  surveillance, 

Higby  was  in  the"  Grand  Tetons  vith  the  Fres-iden^ 
and  haldeman  when  }lir:by  was  asked  bv  Hald-rn-nn  to 
call  Hoover  and  n-^l  a  complete  background  on  DanJel 

(I      II'    ,"^f"^  ^^^-   ^  '^'■■•'  '-^^^-^^  l-^'-ter,  Hirtv  discovered 
(he  thinks  from  D-an,  only  because  Dean  w5^' the 
contact  with  the  FJil)  that  the  FB'  wasn't  DUttlnsr 
together  a  back~rouni,  but  was  launchin/an     ^ 
inves-.igation  of  "the  poor  ::uy'(3chorr)r   Uigbv 
otill  doesn'..  kno-  why  it  was  made.     'U-bv  thinks 

'hat^A'^P-"^'''^'  •''■"  -^''-  '^^^   ^-^  "^^h°^--  ^^^^   tha?-^3 
v.nat  was  bexng  recuescei,  and  tha^  the  FBI  slmolv 

misunderstocd.   iii^by  doesn't  recall  having  a   ^ 
discussion  with  Haldeman  about  this  but   thinks 
there  must  have  been  one  about  how  riduculous"  it 
was  that  this  thing  v.'as  blovm  ud  in  the  pr-ss 
The  normal  procedure-  for  get  tin,-  a  background* 
check  was  Dean's  office.   h'igby'does  not  know  why 
this  one  was  different.   Higby  recalls  that  Sc>^orr 
?hf,   ri"^"^  ''^'■-  ^^■•'  i^^fo^^-'tion  or  done  a  bad  report 
that  afternoon.   Higby  doesn't  know  if  they  were 
considering  Schorr  for  a  job. 

Higby  said  there  was  concern  to  minimize  thie  numb-n 

of  demons  r.ra-cors  when  ;he  President  went  out  for 

a  public  appearance .   People  wore  LicketM  in 

order  to  get  into  an  event.   There  were  no  discussions 

i'-"ii:^\-r.^,'       y   i;  ,'1   /  5  r.  !■■  -'.j-i  •.,■ 
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65.4     JOHN  DEM  TESTIMONY,   JUNE  26^    1973,    3  SSC  1071 

1071 

that  conversation  Tvas,  I  would  much  prefer  to  have  it  with  ilr.  Sulli- 
van and  I  would  hope  when  we  are  through  with  this  particular  wit- 
ness we  will  give  Mr.  Sullivan  the  opportunity  to  explain  his  particular 
role  in  this  matter. 

In  your  talk  with  Mr.  Sullivan,  or  in  your  contacts  with  him,  was  he 
ever  requested  to  prepare  a  memorandum  relative  to  FBI  involvement 
with  other  Presidents  insofar  as  the  political  aspects  were  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Deak.  Yes,  he  was.  As  I  mentioned  that  in  my  statement,  when 
I  had  mentioned  to  the  President  the  fact  that  I  had  met  with  'Sir. 
Sullivan  and  he  had  alluded  to  other  activities  by  the  FBI  over  the 
preceding  years  the  President  was  very  interested  and  asked  me  to 
obtain  the  information  from  Mr.  Sullivan,  and  on  several  times  I 
asked  Mr.  Sullivan  if  he  could  put  this  into  documentary  form,  and 
he  said  he  could.  He  himself  typed  out  a  memorandum  that  contained 
his  best  recollection  of  some  of  the  political  uses  that  have  been  made 
of  the  FBI  by  preceding  administrations.  That  was  originally  one  of 
my  submissions  to  the  committee  and  it  is  a  classified  document  by 
Mr.  Sullivan  himself.  He  told  me  it  was  going  to  have  to  be  declassified 
before  it  could  be  turned  over  but  by  the  reference  to  it  in  my  state- 
ment I  meant  to  call  it  to  the  attention  of  the  committee  and  the  com- 
mittee is  certainly  welcome  to  have  that  document. 

Senator  Wetcker.  All  right.  Is  there  any  other  use  that  you  made 
or  the  White  House  made  of  the  FBI  en  niatters  that  come  tc  your 
recollection  now? 

Mr.  Dean.  I  can  recall  again,  after  the  fact,  getting  involved  in  a 
situation  that  involved  an  FBI  investigation  that  was  made  of  Mr. 
Daniel  Schorr,  and  when  I  learned  about  that  after  the  fact  I  was 
told  that  what  had  happened  is  that  Mr.  Higby,  who  was  ]Mr.  Halde- 
man's  assistant,  had  received  a  request  from  Mr.  Haldeman  when  he 
was  traveling  with  the  President,  to  direct  the  FBI  to  do  an  investi- 
ffation  of  Mr.  Schorr.  ']Mr.  Hoover  proceeded  with  the  investigation 
but,  to  the  dismay  of  the  TVIiite  House,  he  did  a  sort  of  a  full  field 
wide-onen  investigation,  and  this  became  verv  apparent.  So  this  put 
the  White  House  in  a  rather  scrambling  position  to  explain  what  had 
hapnened.  The  long  and  short  of  the  explanation  was  that  ilr.  Malik, 
wl»o  at  the  time  knew  nothing  about  this  said  that  ilr.  Schorr  was 
being  considered  for  a  post  and  that  this  was  a  part  of  a  preliminary 
investigation  in  consideration  of  Mr.  Schorr  for  a  Presidential 
pnointment  in,  I  believe,  the  environmental  field. 

Senator  AVEirKF.K.  All  right.  Anv  other  instances  that  you  recollect 
as  to  the  use  of  the  FBI  by  the  Wliite  House  along  these  lines? 

Let  me  give  vou  a  broad  range,  mark  these  down  so  you  do  not  have 
to  remember  tliem,  this  tyne  of  situation  that  either  involved  the  FBI 
or  the  Internal  Revenue  Service,  CIA.  'Military  Intelligence.  Alcohol. 
Tobacco,  and  Firearms,  Secret  Service. 

yU:  Deax.  Let  me  start  from  the  bottom  of  the  list  back.  I  do  recall, 
and  I  mentioned  in  mv  statement  a  rather  broad  reference  to  the  fact 
that  intelligence  came  from  surprising  sources  sometimes.  At  one  point 
one  of  the  top  officials  at  the  Secret  Service  brought  me  a  small  intel- 
ligence printout  regaidinor  Senator  McOovern  and  just  left  it  with 
nio  and  .said  "I  tliought  that  this  micht  be  of  interest  to  vou." 
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66.    On  August  19,  1971  Krogh  and  Yomg  informed  Ehrlichiaan  that 
Colson  had  been  instructed  by  the  President  to  get  something  out  on  the 
Pentagon  Papers.   On  August  24,  1971  Ehrlichman  forwarded  to  Colson  a 
memorandum  on  Leonard  Boudin,  Daniel  Ellsberg's  attorney,  which  was 
prepared  by  Howard  Hunt.   Colson  released  the  Hunt  memorandum  to  a 
newspaper  reporter. 
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66.1     E.    HOWARD  HUNT  TESTIMONY,   SEFTEMBEE  24.    1973,    9  SSC  56? Z 

3673 

Mr.  Dash.  ^Yh^t  was  your  instruction  concerning  the  relationship 

vou  were  to  have  with  Mr.  Lambert?  •♦•„„f„ 

Mr  HtJXT  To  show  Mr.  Lambert  the  context  of  the  other  legitimate 

cables  that  I  acquired  from  the  Department  of  State,  to  permit  Mr. 
Lambert  to  hand-copy  the  texts  of  the  fabricated  cables,  but  I  having 
warned  Mr.  Colson  previously  that  the  cables  were  not  technically 
capable  of  withstanding  professional  scrutiny,  that  Mr.  Lambert  was 
not  to  be  allowed  to  remove  the  cables  for  photocopying  purposes. 

Mr.  D.\SH.  Did  Mr.  Lambert  use  the  information? 

Mr.  HtrsT.  Not  to  my  knowledge,  no.  -xi.  at 

Mr  Dash.  Now,  are  you  aware  from  your  conversation  with  Mr. 
Colson  and  the  use  of  these  cables  of  any  strategy  that  Mr.  Colson  had 
with  regard  to  Catholic  voters? 

Mr.  HrxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr  Dash.  Could  vou  describe  that  more  fully '. 

Mr'  Hunt  I  belieVe  it  was  desired  by  Mr.  Colson,  or  at  least  some  of 
his  colleagues,  to  demonstrate  that  a  Catholic  U.S.  administration  had 
in  fact  conspired  in  the  assassination  of  a  Catholic  chief  of  state  of 

another  country.  ■■      , ,      .     ^-i  i       i  /^       -9 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  you  show  the  fabricated  cables  to  Colonel  Conem' 

i\Ir.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Under  what  circumstances?  t  u  v 

Mr.  PIuNT.  Prior  to  Colonel  Conein^s  appearance  on  a— i  believe 
NBC-TV  network  special  concerning  Vietnam.  ^-       , 

Mr.  Dash.  And  did  Colonel  Conein  use  any  of  this  mformation  from 
the  fabricated  cables  in  his  program?    .      ^       ^  _.     ._     u  ti^ot  T 

]Mr  Hunt.  I  would  have  to  answer  in  these  terms,  Mr.  Dash,  that  i 
had  shown  him  the  fabricated  cables  in  the  broader  context  of  the 
overall  cables,  that  he  was  then  interrogated  by  a  camera  and  interview 
crew  and  that  I  believe  he  made,  if  not  specific  reference  to  the  cables 
I  showed  him,  at  least  they  reinforced  his  own  belief  tnat  there  had  been 
direct  complicity  bv  the  Kennedy  administration  m  the  events  leading 

run  to  the  assassination  of  the  South  Vietnamese  Premier. 
Mr  DvsH.  Now,  as  part  of  Mr.  Colson's  plan  to  publicly  discredit 
Mr.  Ellsberg,  did  you  prepare  a  derogatory  article  on  Mr.  Leonard 
Boudin,  Ellsberg's  lawyer? 
Mr.  Hunt.  I  did. 

Mr.  Dash.  Did  vou  show  this  to  ]SIr.  Colson  ? 

Mr.  PIunt.  I  did.  .  ,  i         j  •*  ,^    i,;^? 

Mr   Dxsh.  What  was  his  suesestion  when  you  showed  it  to  him? 
Mr  Hunt.  He  indicated  that  he  would  be  passing  the  information  to 
a  member  of  the  press,  the  article  that  I  had  prepared.  _ 

Mr    Dxsh.  And,  in  fact,  was  the  material  that  appeared  in  that 
article  reflected  in  any  news  story  that  you  were  aware  of  < 

Air  TTuxT  Ygs 

Mr'  Dash".  Can  you  state  to  the  committee  what  particular  news 

^^  Mr' Hunt.  It  was  an  artide  authored  bv  Mr.  .Terrv  teiHo.-st.  who 
repre'spntpd  one  of  the  Detroit  newspapers  in  Washington.  It  formed 
the  second  half  of  a  storv  that  Mr.  terllorst  was  publishing  on  LHs- 
berg  and  Ellsberg's  defense. 
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66.2     EGIL  KROGH  AND  DAVID  YOUNG  MEMORANDUM.   AUGUST  19.    1971 
\vi'-uat  1?,    1971 


•^rE:^.!ORANDU^'  FOR  JOHN  SHRLICHMAN 
rL^.G2vi:  BUD  KEICGH  AMD  DAVID  YOUrrG 


<^03050 


F.nclosed  ars  tlirea  i-r.a-moranda.     The  First  is  a  prsllminary  report 
on  v/hara  we  ar^  en  tha  Sllab^srg  mattar;  fie  second  is  a  report  on 
t!i-3  inv'eacisaSd.ona  we  liavs  run  on  the  Tad  Szrilc  articla  and  the 
third  13  a  general  msnioranduin  on  the  preaa  and  the  bureaucracy". 

We  %s'era  also  told  by  Colaoa  that  tiie  President  was  after  hirr.  to 
get  out  something  on  the  Pentagon  Papers.     Howard  Hunt  is  in  the 
proce33  of  trying  to  put  something  together  on  Bondin,  Ellsberg's 
attomsy;  euid  vrK  will  keep  you  poatad  on  any  developmsnta. 
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ee.Z     JOHN  EHRLICnmN  mmRANBVM.   august  ?4,    1971,    WITH  ATTACHMMT 


Aiiguat  24,    1971 

MEMORANDUM  FOR:        CHAR.1jE3  COLS  ON  EYES  ONLY 

FH.02vi:  JOHN  D.   EHIUJ:CH:vLA.N 


The  attached  memorandTim  bv  Howard  Kiini  shcnzld  be  usaful  in 
connection  "with  the  recent  req-uest  that  we  get  something  out  on 
Ellsberg. 


002442 
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u^viU',-.  AUVUCATE  --  The  Strange  Affinities  of  Attorney  Leonard  B  cud  in 


:er 


Arrested  after  having  killed  President  John  Kennedy,    and  police  office 
Tippit,    self-proc:=in-ied  Marxist  Lee  Osv/ald  cried,    "GetmeAbt!"    John  Abt 
v/as  and  is  a  leading  attorney  for  the  Communist  Party  of  the  United  States 
of  America   (CP/USA). 

Eight  years  later,    facing  Federal  indictment  for  the  theft  and  revelation 
of  classified  government  documents,    Daniel  Eilsberg  called  upon  attorney 
Leonard  B.    BoudLi,    choosing  Boudin  from  among  a  host  of  activist  lawyers, 
many  of  whom  volunteered  to  defend  Ellsbers 

002443 

What  was  there  about  Leonard  Boudin  that  caused  the  most  contro- 
versial figure  in  recent  years,    Daniel  Eilsberg,    copier  and  publicizer  of 
the  "Pentagon  Papers,  "  to  single  Boudin  out  from  among  all  other  available 
counsel? 

The  answer  may  lie  within  the  outlines  of  Boudin' s  long  and  specialized 
career  --  and.provide  at  le?-t  partial  insight  into  Daniel  Eilsberg 's  motiva- 
tion for  revealing  so  many  of  the  nation's  most  sensitive  secrets  to  America's 
citizens  --  and  enemies. 

In  March,    1970,    Bdudin's  name  received  brief  publicity  in  connection 
with  the  flight  of  his  daughter,    Kathy,    after  the  Weatherman  bo.nb  factory 
explosion  in  New  Yorks  Greenwich  Village.     In  the  explosion,    three"  Weathermen 
died  and  Kathy  remains  a  fugitive  on  the  FBI's  Ten  iMost  .Wanted  list. 
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F'Xit  there  were   other  episodes  e;ctendir>g  over  more  "nan  three  decades,    some 
known  to  the  public  --   others  little  noticed,    or  unrevcaled  --  all  forming 
Boudin's  unique   reputation  as  an  articulate  and  aggressive  advocate  of 
ultra-leftist  causes. 

Born  in  BrocV-.l-^Ti  in  1912,    of  parents  who  emigrated  from  Russia  and 
Austria,    Leonard  Boudin  received  his  law  degree  from  St,    John's  Univer- 
sity in  1935.     His  career  seemed  unremarkable  until  1941  when  Boudin  signed 
a  public  petition  supporting  and  defending  the  CP/USA.     During  World  War  U, 
he  worked  for  the  National  War  Labor  Board.     Subsequently,   Se'^fet^j^'if 
State  John  Foster  Dulles  was  to  charge  that  in  the  1930's  and  1940's  Boudin 
had  been  ajconcealed>,member  of  the  Communist  Party  as  well  as  a  msinber 
of  the  Young  Connmunist  League.     In  1947,    Boudin  became  a  faculty  member 
at  the  Jefferson  School  of  Social  Science,    an  institution  listed  by  the  U.   S. 
Attorney  General  as  Communist.     Significantly,    although  Boudin  once  testi- 
fied that  he  had  not  been  a  member  of  the  Communist  Party  since  1954,   he'  • 
would  not  elucidate  on  previous  years. 

He  became  attorney  for  Judith  Coplon  during  her  long  trial  for  espionage, 
was  counsel  for  the  Emergency' Civil  Liberties  Committee  (a  CP  front), 
and  acted  as  attorney  for  the  Communist  front  group.    Veterans  of  the 
Abraham  Lincoln  Brigade  (of  the  Spanish  Civil  War). 

So  highly  regarded  is  Boudin's  talent  for  advocacy  that  Leonard  Boudin 
is  now  visiting,  professor  at  Harvard's  prestigious  .Law  School,   v/here  his   son, 
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-\::chacl,    gained  distinction  as   editor   of  the   Lav/  Reviev/. 

Louis  Boudin,    Leonard  Boudin's  uncle,    v/as  long  involved  in  radical 
and  CP  matters  as  attorney  for  Earl  Browder,    while  Brov.-der  v/as  leader 
of  the  CP/USA  and  became  the  CP's  leading  authority  on  labor  law. 

As  for  Boudin  hLmself,    even  a  partial  roster  of  his  left-wing  and  Com- 
munist associations   is  remarkably  extensive: 
America -Russia  Institute 

National  Council  American-Soviet  Friendship  *-340 

National  Co'^ncil  of  the  Arts,    Sciences  and  Professions 
Harry  Sacher 
Paul  Robeson 
National  Lawyer's  Guild 

American  Committee  for  the  Protection  of  Foreign  Born 
United  Office  and  Professional  Workers  of  America 
Rockwell  Kent 

Rev.   Philip  Berrigan  and  theEast  Coast  Conspiracy 
Cedric  Belfrage 
Science  and  Society  magazine 
The  Rosenberg  Family 

Citizens  Committee  for  Constitutional  Liberties 
Emergency  Civil  Liberties  Commattee 
The  Cuban  Revolutionary  Covornm.ent 
The  Black  Panther  Party 
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-Boudin  was  attorrvy  for  Paul  Robeson 
whsn  the  one-tiine  Scaliu  Prize  winnor 
applied  for  a  passport  to  travel  abroad. 

*Ir.  1968,    Boudin's  name  appeared  in  a 
Xe  .V  York  Times  ad  soliciting  contri- 
butions for  Black  Panther  leader  El- 
dridge  Cleaver. 

-^'Bovidin  represented  Alger  Hiss  in  Hiss' 
attempt  to  secure  a  passport  for  foreign 
travel  following  his  release  from  prison. 


0024  a( 


In  more  recent  tinnes,    Boudin  and  his  law  firm,    Rabinowitz,    Boudin 

and  Standard,   were  involved  in  the'  Columbia  University  radical  disruptions) 

'—  —A. 

and  the  defense  of  draft  evaders  and  Black  Muslims  accused  of  attacks  on 

FBI  employees.      Both  Boudin  and  his  law  partner,    Victor  Rabinowitz,   are 

'  ^nc-time  members  of  the  National  Lawyers  Guild,   a  CP  front  organization 

and  foremost  legal  bulwark  of  the  CP/USA.     Although  Rabinovsfitz  is  believed 

not  to  have  been  an  active  CPrnomber  for  several  years,,  he  continues  to 

hold  high  offices  in  the  National  La\vyers  Guild. 

As  long  ago  as  1957,    the  House  Con-Lmittee  on  Un-American  Activities 
noted  that  the  National  Lawyers  Guild  never  failed  to  rally  to  the  legal 
defense  of  the  Communist  Party  and  its  mem.bers,    including  known  espionage 
agents. 

Probably  with  some  precision.    The  Village  Voice  described  Boudin  as 
"the  daddy  of  all  practicing  Leftists.  " 


_a.. 
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o -"  ^j.o^  I  iiimidi-n-iii  ii'jL  aiv-ays  apparent  in  some  of  the 

litigation  it  handlss,    the  American  Civil  Liberties    Union  ceased   representing 
Georgia  Legislator- elect  Julian  Bond  when  Leonard  Boudin  joined  the  legal 
effort  to  seat  Bond  in  the  Georgia  Legislature. 
Agent  for  Castro 

After  service  to  Castro's  revolutionary  26th  of  July  Movement,    prior  to 
Batista's  overthrcv--,    Boudin's  firm  was  selected  in  I960  by  Fidel  Castro  to 
represent  the  Cuban  Revolutionary  Government  in  litigation  arising  from 
confiscations,    ship  seizures  and  problems  involving  the  Cuban  Mi'ssK)^  fti^he 
United  Nations.     (During  their  first  4  years  representing  Fidel  Castro  in  the 
United  States,    fellow  lawyers^say  the  firm  collected  nearly    $400,  000  in  fee's 
and  expenses  from  the  Cuban  Government.)    Despite  this  open  and  lucrative 
relationship  with  his  Cuban  client,    Boudin  fought  registration  as  an  agent  of 
the  Castro  Government  until  finally  forced  to  register  by  Supreme  Court 
decree.     As  Castro's  lawyer,    he  travels  frequently  to  Cuba  where  he  enjoys 
the  revolutionary  amenities  of  the   "Havana  Libre"  (formerly  Hilton)  Hotel, 
.as  an  honored  guest. 

But  if  m.anual  labor  is  not  the  traditional  hallmark  of  the  Boudin  family,  '  '. 
they  turn  to  it  v/hen  ideology  is  involved.      Leonard  Boudin  once  cut  sugar  cane 
to  help  Castro  meet  Cuba's  export  coiTimitments  to  the  Soviet  Union,  .and  in 
.1962  daughter  Kathy  v/orked  on  a  kolkhoz    in  the  Soviet  Union,   along  with 
Rockwell  Kent's  daughter,    Natasha".    •' 
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The"  Odor  oi  Esoior.a^s? 


The  art  of  e  soionage,    of  course,    is  seldom  conducted  in  the  open 
for  its  very  success  depends  upon  those  involved   remaining  hidden  from 
public  view.      Xeve  r-'r.eless,    it  has  been  said  with  some  ce  rtainty  that  over 
the  years  Leonard  Boudin  has  been  a  contact  of  both  the  Czech  and  Soviet 
espionage  organizations,    the  latter  best  known  by  its  initials,    KGB.      Because 
of  the  secrecy  normally  surrounding  meetings  between  foreign  agents  and 
American  citizens,    it  is  impossible  to  say  whether  Boudin  was  providing  in- 
formation to  Commiznist  governments  or  --  as  seems  more  likely  --  receiving 
instructions  or  advice  concerning  the  defense  of  clients  in  whom  the  Czechs 
or  Russians  had  a   special  interest. 

And  what  of  Boudin's  client,    Daniel  Ellsberg?  "^  -^^O 

Most  of  what  Daniel  Ellsberg  has  said  in  public  since  he  acknowledged 
stealing  the  Pentagon  Papers  seems  calculated  to  position  him  as  having 
responded  to  an  order  of  morality  higher  than  his  onetime  solemn   undertakings 
to  his  country.  ■  This  rationale,    let  it  be  remembered,   was  earlier  employed 
by  atomic  spies  Klaus  Fuchs,    David  Greenglass,    Morton  Sobell  and  Brimo 
Pontecorvo. 

And  although  there  is  as  yet  no  conclusive  evidence  that  Daniel  Ellsberg - 
acted  on  specific  instructions  of  the  Soviet  Union  --  as  did  those  earlier 
informants   --  the  distinct  possibility  remains  that  Ellsberg's   "higher  order" 
v/iU   one  day  be   revealed  as  the  Soviet  Fatherland.     For  history  is  replete  with 
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repstitio",    and  notable  similarities  exist.     The  notorious  Amerasia  case, 

^or  example,    involved  the  revelation  to  Soviet  Intelligence  of  1,700  classified 
documents  by  an  i-;erlocking  directorate  of  v/artime  government  emoloyees 
and  officials.      (The  :otal  seems  small  compared  to  Ellsberg's  47  volumes, 
but  the  Xerox  m.achir.e  v.-as  yet  to  be  invented.  ) 

Turning  again  to  history,    one  wonders  whether,   as  the  date  of  his  trial 
approaches,    Ellsberg  will  lose  his  nerve  and  Hee  to  Communist  asylxim  as 
did  his  fellow  Cambridge  alumni,    Guy  Burgess,    Donald  MacLean  and  Kim  Philby. 

Or  will  continuL-ig  confidence  in  the  track  record  of  Leonard  Boudin  per- 
suade Ellsberg  to  remain  and  take  his  chances  with  the  American  legal  system? 

Of  the  future  one  can  only  speculate;  but  it  seems  certain,  that  whatever 
decision  Daniel  Ellsberg  makes  will  be  shaped  in  large  measurd^WftKe  advice 
and  personality  of  lawyer  Leonard  Boudin. 
Cui  Bono 

The  legal  query  cui  bono    (to  whose  benefit)  is  relevant  to  Ellsberg's 
acts  of  professional  disloyalty,    for  the  leaders  of  North  Vietnam,    Red  China 
and  the  Soviet  Union  were  the  undoubted  beneficiaries  of  Ellsberg's  revelations. 
The  question  is  equally  applicable  to  the   relationship  between  Boudin  and  Ellsbero- 
as  attorney  and  client.     Here,    quite  clearly,    the   retention  of  Boudin.  was  under- 
taken in  the  hope  that  Ellsberg  would  escape  v.-ith  im.punity  --  a  reprise  of  what 
occurred  in  1949  when  Bpudin's   intervention  in  behalf  of  accused. Soviet  espiona^^e    ' 
agent  Judith  Coplon  v.'as  ultim.ately  successful.      But  in  the  case,  ox -Daniel  Ellsbe-fr 
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.'-,:■,  benefits  of  such  an  outcome  will  accrue  to  the  Soviet  Unioa,    ':n._.   y  ^^^ 

Co'A^  and  Communist  China.      For  if  Boudin  is  again  successful  --as  he  lias 
b^en  so  often  in  rhe  past  --  the  agents  of  foreign  powers  will  enjoy  a  liberty 
of  action  never  before  accorded  them  in  the  history  of  our  country.     Moreover, 
concealed  enemies  ^vithin  our  government  will  be  vastly  encouraged  to  go 
even  farther  than  Z'lsberg  did,    secure  in  tlie  knowledge  that  someone   -- 
perhaps  the  celebra-ed  Leonard  Boudin  himself  --  will  direct  their  legal 
defense,    if  in  fact  it  will  then  even  be  possible  to  indict  Americans  for  com- 
promising government  documents. 

Daniel  Ellsberg  stated,   and  continues  to  maintain,   that  Americans  have 
a  right  to  know.     If  this  is  truly  his  profound  belief,   then  Ellsberg  should  let 
America  know  why  he  retained  an  attorney  who  is  both  famous  and  notjOri^s  j_ 
for  his  career-long  defense  of  the  Communist  Party,    Castro  Cuba,    assorted 
spies,    perjurers,    fellow  travelers,    conspirators,    agitators  and  violent  re- 
volutionaries.'   To  the  dismay  of  his  admirers  Ellsberg,-by. retaining  Boudin 
to'defend  him,   tarnishes  the  idealistic  image"  he  tries  to  project,    and  becomes 
just  one  more  client  of  a  man  arid  a  law  firm  whose  dedication  over  the  years 
to  the  interests  of  our  foreign  and  domestic  enemies  has   remained  unwavering 
and  absolute. 

As  Daniel  Ellsberg  so  earnestly  put  it,    Americans  do  have" "a  right  to 
know.      But  the  answers  can  come  only  from  him  --  or  Leonard  Boudin.. 
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3895 
Exhibit  No.  156 


The     Detroit     News 


WASHINGTON   BUREAU 

»M   NATIONAL  PRESS   KUH.O--G 
lMAS»4<r.<^ro*«    D  C    IM^ 

*«E*   tOZ   NAriONAt  •  AMS 


September  25,  I973 


AFFIDAVIT 


I,  Jerald  P.  terHorst.  hereby  swear  and  depose  that: 
^^^.Y'^'^^"   g'^estioning  yesterday,  September  24,  by  Mr  Dash 

his  lawyer.   I  read  it  and  filed  it       ^      retaining  ham  as 

News  publishes  I'ltcrrbv'  ^^^r'.°"  ^""^  ^°'  ^^72,  The  Detroit 
Defense  F^^.S!  in  the  proces-  "^°"* .  t^%f°"-tion  of  the  Ellsberg 
Ellsberp'^  rf^fiL     P^°=eSo  of  which  I  interviewed  two  of  Mr 

.^"iouIin.'l^S  otAers°'^"^?hf  Lf""'^  fr^'°-   "^^^^^^  Goodeia'and 
then,  and  public  Ioc^:nt; .  ""i:  wL  irno°wav"a'^  ""'"f "  "^^    '"°'" 
but  I  honp   ar,^  >-,i  ■       -^  °    "^>  ^  derogatory  storv 

controve?.:i;rlt?'rrD;;'lir'b  ^","P^--t--y  o-  about^a  very 
Papers.  °^"  Ell.berg's  upcoming  trial  on  the  Pentagon 

to  .u^rh-r^^^-L^^hr  ^^J'^^^rt^^'^^^ijr-  """^' 

publishing  on  Ellsberg-as  he  testified  bef:rr;:ou^^::^ir:L. 


WAS  HI  NGTO  N 


NEW       T  O  t  K 


SAH      FRANCISCO 
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3S9G 


I  am  enclosing  with  this  letter  copies  of  my  story  and  the 
Boudin  material  which  Hunt  says  he  wrote,  so  that  you  and  the 
other  members  of  the  committee  may  compare  them.   I  am  confident 
such  a  comparison  will  prove  my  point  beyond  any  doubt. 

Further,  I  am  prepared  to  so  testify  under  oath  in  open 
session  before  the  Select  Committee. 

My  reputation  as  an  objective  and  fair  reporter  is  my 
most  precious  possession.   I  cannot  permit  aspersions  over 
national  television  to  go  unanswered,  lest  my  silence  be 
interpreted  as  assent. 

In  the  interests  of  fair  play,  I  appeal  to  you  to  allow 
me  to  set  the  record  straight,  in  whatever  fashion  you  deem 
appropriate,  including  the  reading  of  this  affidavit  i_n  open 
session  ^f  the  committee. 


^  Jferald  F.  terHorst 


Di  strict  of  Coltirabia 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  25th  day  of  September,  1973, 


Notary  Public 
M/  Commiaion  Erpira  PeB.  ??,  T97f 
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UillTED    STATES    DISTRICT    COURT 

FOR   TH2    DISTRICT   OF   C0LU:-13IA 


UNITED 

STA 

TES  OF  AMERICA     ) 

.  V. 

CHARLES 

V7. 

COLSON,            ) 
Defendant.     ) 

Criminal  V.o.    l'/~j/^ 

Violation  of  IS  U.S.C. 
§1503  (Obstruction  of 
Justice.) 


INFORr-!ATI0N 

The  United  States  of  America,  by  its  Attorney, 
the  Special  Prosecutor,  V7atergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force,  charges: 

1.  At  all  times  material  herein,  up  to  on  or 
about  March  10,  1 9 7 3 ,  -CHARLES  V7.  COLSON,  the  DEFENDANT, 
was  acting  in  the  capacity  of  an  officer  and  employee 
of  the  United  States  Government,  as  Special  Counsel 

to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  Richard  M.  Nixon. 

2.  On  or  about  June  28,  1971,  and  for  a  period 
of  time  thereafter,  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
elsewhere,  CHARLES  W.  COLSON,  the  DEFENDANT,  unlaw- 
fully, willfully  and  knowingly  did  corruptly  endeavor 

to  influence,  obstruct  and  impede  the  due  administration 
of  justice  in  connection  with  the  criminal  trial  of 
Daniel  Ellsberg  under  indictment  in  the  case  of 
United  St<-^.tes  v.  Russo,  Criminal  Case  No.  9373, 
United  States  District  Court,  Central  District  of 
California,  by  devising  and  imolenonting  a  schema  to 
dofnme  and  destroy  the  public  iiiiage  and  credibility 
of  Daniel  Ellsberg  and  those  engaged  in  the  legal 
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dofcrso  o.!:  Daniel  Kllr;b?rci,  \;ith  thu  intent  to 
influence,  obL.truct,  and  iinp3dc;  tha  conduct  and 
outco-.e  of  the  criminal  prosecution  then  bciny  con- 
ducted in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Central  District  of  California. 

3.   The  aforesaid  scheme  by  which  CHARLES  W. 
COLSON,  the  DSFENDAIIT,  unlawfully,  willfully  and 
knowingly  did  corruptly  endeavor  to  influence, 
obstruct  and  irapsde  the  due  administration  of  justice 
in  connection  with  the  criminal  prosecution  of 
Daniel  Ellsberg  consisted  of  the  follov/ing  acts: 

C(l)   In  July  and  August  1971,  the  DEFEMDAKT, 
c 


and  others  unnamed  herein,  endeavored  to  and  did 


release  defamatory  and  derogatory  allegations  concern- 
ing one  of  the  attorneys  engaged  in  the  legal  defense 
of  Daniel  Ellsberg  for  the  purpose  of  publicly 
disseminating  said  allegations,  the  knov,-n  and  probable 
consequences  of  v;hich  \vOuld  be  to  influence,  obstruct, 
and  impede  the  conduct  and  outcome  of  the  criminal 
prosecution  of  Daniel  Ellsberg. 

(2)   In  .^"uly  and  August  1971,  the  DEFENDANT, 
and  others  unnamed  herein,  endeavored  to  obtain, 
receive  and  release  confidential  and  derogatory 
information  concerning  Daniel  Ellsberg,  including 
information  from  the  psychiatric  files  of  Daniel 
Ellsberg,  for  the  purpose  of  publicly  disseminating 
said  information,  the  known  and  probable  consequences 
of  which  would  be  to  influence,  obstruct,  and  impede 
the  conduct  and  outcome  of  tlie  criminal  prosecution 
of  Daniel  Ellsberg. 
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(In  violation  ol  Title  IG,  United  States  Codo 
Section  1503.) 

Respectfully  subrr.itted. 


DATED:   June  3,  1974 


LEOITJAWORSKI ~~ 

Special  Prosecutor 

Watergate  Special  Prosecution 
Force 

14  25  K  Street,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.  C.   20005 

Attorney  for  the  United  States 
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that  not  as  a  predicate  for  anything.   So  that  paragraph,  itself, 
may  be  misleading  because  it  is  no  part  of  the  basis  for  the 
plea. 

THE  COURT:   You  are  talking  about  the  third  paragrapl 
at  the  bottom  of  the  page? 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Yes,  sir.   .-   ^ 

THE  COURT:   That  is  my  understanding.   That  is  what 
Mr.  Merrill  has  stated, 

MR.  MERRILL:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   I  think  the  letter  should  be  filed  in  the 
jacket.  Madam  Clerk. 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   I  have  the  original. 

THE  COURT:   Very  well,  if  you  will  hand  the  original 
to  the  Clerk. 

Now,  you  are  before  me,  Mr.  Colson,  on  this  informatioin 
charging  in  a  single  count  a  violation  of  18  U.S.C.  1503,  ob- 
struction of  justice. 

Have  you  read  this  information? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  I  have.  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   How  do  you  wish  to  plead? 

MR.  COLSON:   I  plead  guilty.  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   Now,  I  do  want  to  be  sure  you  understand 
the  full  implications  of  your  plea,  Mr.  Colson;  and  before  asking 
■  you  certain  questions  that  I  wish  to  cover  in  some  detail  with 
you,  I  am  going  to  ask  the  Special  Prosecutor  to  state  what  the 
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Government's  evidence  would  show  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

MR.  MERRILL:   Your  Honor,  this  matter  has  been  under 
investigation  since  the  beginning  of  our  inquiry  into  this  whol^ 
matter. 

We  charge  here  Mr.  Colson  is  responsible  for  devising 
a  scheme  to  obtain  derogatory  information  about  Daniel  Ellsberg„ 
to  defame  and  destroy  Mr.  Ellsberg's  public  image  and  credibilitjy. 
The  scheme  began  shortly  after  June  28,  1971,  which  was  the 
date  of  the  indictment  against  Daniel  Ellsberg  in  a  case  which 
is  referred  to  in  the  information. 

Shortly  after  the  indictment,  our  proof  would  show, 
if  these  charges  were  to  go  to  trial,  that  Mr.  Colson,  in  a 
conversation  with  another  individual, indicated  his  desire  to  sed 
that  Mr.  Ellsberg  be  convicted  and  stated  that  the  charges  agaii^st 
Mr.  Ellsberg  should  be  tried  in  the  newspapers. 

Sometime  shortly  thereafter  questions  were  raised  in 
Mr.  Colson's  presence  regarding  the  ethics  of  such  an  attempt 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  defendant,  Mr.  Ellsberg,  was  under 
!|  indictment.   Despite  those  questions,  Mr.  Colson  proceeded  with 

ji  this  scheme  to  gather  such  information,  knowing  full  well  that 

j 

ii  the  natural  and  probable  consequences  of  such  activity  could 

Ij  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the  trial. 

ll 

Ij  The  idea  of  obtaining  psychiatric  records  about 

|!  Mr.  Ellsberg  was  suggested  as  an  additional  source  of  derogatory 

|:  information  about  him  and,  in  fact,  led  directly  to  the  break-irt. 
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In  the  middle  of  August,  as  the  information  suggests, 
there  was  a  memo  prepared  directly  by  someone  else  but  after 
discussions  with  Mr.  Colson  about  Mr.  Ellsberg's  attorney  which 
can  only  be  described  as  a  scurrilous  and  libelous  memoranduin. 
It  was  prepared  with  the  knowledge  and  intent  to  damage 
Daniel  Ellsberg  and  with  the  recognition  that  such  a  memorandum 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  on  Mr.  Ellsberg's  trial. 

The  memorandum,  after  it  was  finally  prepared,  was 
transmitted  by  others  in  the  White  House  to  Mr.  Colson,  with 
the  suggestion  that  it  be  gotten  out  to  the  newspapers;  which, 
in  fact,  it  was  by  Mr.  Colson  on  the  26th  of  August  of  1971. 

As  a  result  of  the  Government's  evidence  in  this  case. 


we  feel  that  we  would  be  able  to  prove  that  beginning  about 
June  28,  1971,  and  thereafter,  in  the  months  of  July  and  August, 
Mr.  Colson  was  responsible  for  devising  a  scheme  to  gather 

!  derogatory  information  about  Mr.  Ellsberg , intending  to  do  so  in 

i 

!  a  manner  that  would  influence,  obstruct  and  impede  the  conduct 

i 

land  the  outcome  of  the  Ellsberg  trial  and  that  that  conduct  was 

I  a  violation  of  Section  1503  of  Title  18. 


THE  COURT:   Mr.  Colson,  do  you  accept  that  statement 


II 

!• 
|i 

!j  for  purposes  of  this  plea? 

II 

i|  DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  I  do.  Your  Honor. 

i! 

j!  THE  COURT:   You  understand  that  you  have  a  right  to 

ii 

■i  trial  by  jury  with  the  aid  of  your  attorney? 

;■  DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 

Ii 
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THE  COURT:   You  would  not  have  to  testify.   Those 
that  accuse  you  of  this  offense  would  appear;  you  would  con- 
front them;  they  would  have  to  satisfy  a  jury  of  your  guilt 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt. 

Do  you  understand  that? 
DEFENDANT  COLSON:   I  do.  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   With  your  plea  of  guilty,  you  understand 
you  waive  those  rights  under  the  Constitution  and  that  all  that 
is  left  is  for  the  Court  to  impose  sentence? 
DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   Do  you  understand  that  this  offense  carriqs 
a  maximum  penalty  of  five  years  and  $5,000? 
DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   Has  anybody  threatened  you  or  coerced  you 
in  any  way  to  get  you  to  plead  guilty? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   No,  they  have  not.  Your  Honor. 
THE  COURT:   Are  you  entering  your  plea  voluntarily  of 
11  your  own  free  will  because  you  are  guilty  and  for  no  other 
I  reason? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir,  I  am. 

TFIE  COURT:   Have  you  been  over  this  thoroughly  with 
ycur  lawyers? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   Are  you  conpletely  satisfied  with  the 
;■  services  of  your  counsel? 
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DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   Have  any  promises  of  any  kind  been  made  td 
you  to  induce  this  plea  other  than  those  set  forth  in  the 
May  31  letter? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   No,  Your  Honor,  they  have  not. 

THE  COURT:   I  want  to  make  clear  that  in  taking  this 
plea,  which  involves  dismissal  not  only  of  the  case  pending  be- 
for  me  but  the  case  pending  before  Judge  Sirica,  in  so  far  as 
it  relates  to  Colson,  that  I  am  doing  so  because  the  subject 
matter  of  the  plea  is  not  part  of  the  Mitchell  case  and  you  are 
before  me  in  the  Ehrlichman  case. 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  sir. 

THE  COURT:   And  the  trial  in  that  case  is  more  immi- 
nent than  the  trial  in  the  Mitchell  case. 

Is  there  anything  you  wish  to  say  before  I  consider 
accepting  your  plea? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  there  is.  Your  Honor. 

I  would  like  this  Court  to  know  that  I  am  guilty  of 
the  crime  charged.   Your  Honor's  words  from  the  bench  during  the 
pretrial  hearings  two  weeks  ago,  that  if  this  is  to  be  a 

govenment  of  laws  and  not  of  men,  then  those  men  entrusted  with 

ij 

enforcing  the  law,  whatever  their  motives,  must  be  held  to  have 

ij 

I]  intended  the  natural  ardprobable  consequences  of  their  acts, 

ii  had  a  profound  effect  on  me. 
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My  motive  and  my  purpose  m  seen.j.ug  v.^— disseminate 
derogatory  and  adverse  information  about  Dr.  Ellsberg  and  his 
lawyer  was  to  neutralize  Dr.  Ellsberg  as  an  anti-war  spokesman 
in  order  to  further  the  President's  aims  for  ending  the  war  in 
Vietnam.   It  did  not  matter  to  me  that  Dr.  Ellsberg  was  facing 
serious  criminal  charges.   It  did  not  matter  to  me  that  the 
statements  and  information  I  was  seeking  to  communicate  to  the 
public  through  the  press,  through  other  channels  such  as 
congressional  hearings,  could  impede,  influence  or  obstruct 
Dr.  Ellsberg's  trial. 

I  now  realize  that  it  could  have  and  did  have  that 
effect.   It  was  this  attitude.  Your  Honor,  of  not  caring,  this 
callousness  to  the  rights  of  a  defendant  under  a  criminal  in- 
dictment that  gave  rise  to  the  crime  to  which  I  am  now  pleading. 
In  the  last  two  years  I  have  become  acutely  aware 
ji  of  something  I  was  very  insensitive  to  before.   I  now  know  what 
l|  it  is  like  to  be  a  defendant  in  a  celebrated  criminal  case. 

j  Among  other  things,  this  experience  has  taught  me  to  care  very 
I 
much  about  the  rights  of  criminal  defendants  and  understand  how 

those  rights  can  be  jeopardized. 

I  have  come  to  believe  in  the  very  depths  of  my  soul 
!  and  my  being  that  official  threats  to  those  rights  such  as  those? 

charged  in  this  information  must  be  stopped;   and  by  this  plea, 
i  Your  Honor,  I  am  prepared  to  take  whatever  consequences  I  must 

i 

J!  to  help  in  stopping  it. 
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00.6  CHARLES  COLSON  GUILTY  PLEA,   'Jum  6,    ly/^,  10 

UNITED  STATES  v.   EHRLICHMAN 

lllh  COURT:   Now  having  heard  the  Prosecutor,  having 

accepted  his  statement,  having  gone  over  the  questions  v/ith 

I  the  Court,  do  you  still  wish  to  plead  guilty? 

DEFENDANT  COLSON:   Yes,  I  do.  Your  Honor. 

THE  COURT:   I  will  accept  your  plea,  Mr.  Colson. 

Now,  v/ith  respect  to  the  sentence,  I  would  suggest  a 
prompt  sentence.   Why  don't  we  set  it  down  for  Friday, 
June  21  at  9:30,  which  I  understand  is  a  date  agreeable  to  counsel 
on  both  sides. 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Yes. 

MR.  MERRILL:   Yes. 

THE  COURT:   I  will  want  you  to  make  an  immediate  ap- 
pointment with  the  probation  office  to  start  the  preparation  of 
the  presentence  report.   Of  course,  I  will  show  that  report  to 
your  counsel  when  it  is  received. 

I  see  no  reason,  unless  the  Special  Prosecutor  has  a 
i!  different  point  of  view,  why  you  should  not  remain  on  our  own 

ij 

5  recognizance  and  the  present  bond  until  sentence. 

j  MR.  MERRILL:   That  would  be  our  recommendation, 

ji 

'I  Your  Honor. 

I 

I  THE  COURT:   Very  well. 

|i 

l!  Then,  Mr.  Shapiro,  if  you  would  take  him  do\\m  to  the 

i 

i!  probation  office. 

'! 

j  As  in  all  of  these  cases,  I  will  accept  statements  from 

I 
I 

ij  the  Special  Prosecutor  concerning  this  offense  and  related  mattei^s 

li 

i 
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and  also  from  counsel.  These  matters  can  be  submitted  in 
writing    to   me    through    the   probation   office. 

Very  well. 

MR.  SHAPIRO:   Thank  you.  Your  Honor. 

MR.  MERRILL:   Thank  you.  Your  Honor. 


CERTIFICATE  OF  COURT   REPORTER 
I,  Ida  Z.  Watson,  certify  that  I  reported  the  proceed- 
ings  in  the  above-entitled  cause  and  that  the  foregoing  Pages  1 
to  11,  inclusive,  constitute  the  official  transcript. 
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67.       On  August  25,  1971  Hunt  requested  and  received  from  the  CIA 
alias  identification  and  disguise  material  for  Liddy  and  a  camera  con- 
cealed in  a  tobacco  pouch.   Later  that  day  Hunt  and  Liddy  flew  to  Los 
Angeles  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  information  about  Ellsberg  and 
the  Pentagon  Papers  disclosure.   While  in  Los  Angeles  Hunt  and  Liddy 
sought  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  an  operation  to  gain  access  to 
Dr.  Fielding's  files.  Hunt  and  Liddy  took  photographs  of  the  interior 
and  exterior  of  Dr.  Fielding's  office.   Upon  Hunt's"  return  from  Los 
Angeles  on  either  August  26  or  27,  1971  a  CIA  employee  met  Hunt  at  the 
airport,  had  the  film  processed  and  returned  the  prints  to  Hunt  the 
same  day.   Hunt  and  Liddy  showed  the  photographs  to  Krogh  and  Young  and 
reported  that  a  surreptitious  entry  was  feasible. 
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3774 
Scn.'xtor  Weickek.  You  initially  notified- 


u 


Mr.  PIuxT  [contimiing].  For  our  reconnaissance  stay. 

Senator  Wkickf.r.  I  see. 

Did  you  give  a  date  certain  as  to  when  they  sliould  come  to  Tvos 
.\ngolcs  at  that  time  or  did  you  call  from  Los  Angeles  and  request 
heir  presence? 

Mr.  HuxT.  No,  sir;  the  procedure  was  a  little  more  complicated 
than  that.  Mr.  Liddy  and  I  returned  from  Los  Angeles  on  or  about 
August  27.  We  submitted  a  report  of  our  findings  and  rather  a  de- 
tailed study  which  included  pliotographs  wliich  had  been  developed 
for  us  and  printed  by  the  CIA,  both  internal  and  external  plioto- 
graphs. There  was  a  period  of  waiting  while  this  report  was  being 
considered  by  ^Ir.  Krogh  and  I  now  understand  others. 

Senator  Wkicker.  In  other  words,  the  preliminaiy  report  was  sub- 
mitted to  ]Mr.  Krogh. 

IMr.  HuxT.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  "Weicker.  And  when  you  say  others  who  would  that 
include  ? 

Mr.  Httxt.  I  assumed  then  and  I  assume  now  that  Jfr.  Ehrlichman 
was  also  considering  the  report  inasmuch  as  our  findings  were  that  a 
secure  entry  could  be  made  and  in  fact  was. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Then  who  gave  the  final  authorization  to  proceed 
with  the  actual  break-in?  You  say  j-ou  returned  to  "Washington? 

Mr.  Htjxt.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  "Weicker.  "Wliile  these  photographs  were  being  developed, 
while  consultation  took  place,  and  on  whose  instructions  then  did 
you  return  to  Los  Angeles  for  the  acutal  break-in? 

Mr.  HuxT.  "V\''ell,  ]\Ir.  Liddy  told  me  "It  is  go,  you  have  got  the 
green  light." 

I  then  communicated  with  my  assistants  in  Florida  and  told  them 
to  be  in  Los  Angeles  at  the  Beverly  Hilton  Hotel,  on  a  date  certain, 
where  we  would  converge  and  I  would  give  them  details  of  tlie  opera- 
tion, which  they  did  not  have  at  that  point. 

In  addition  there  was  a  quest-ion  of  money,  of  financing.  A  certain ' 
budget  had  been  drawn  un.  "We  reached  a  point  when  Mr.  Liddy  and 
I  were  waiting  in  room  16  for  the  funds  for  the  ojieration  to  be  pro- 
duced. 

Senator  "Weicker.  Koom  16  being  in  the  "White  House? 

]\[r.  Hunt.  Tlie  Plumbers  room  in  tlic  old  Executive  Office  Building. 

Senator  "Weicker.  In  the  old  Executive  Office  Building. 

jMr.  HuxT.  And  time  was  growing  very  short  in  terms  of  the  depar- 
ture of  our  scheduled  aircraft. 

■  Almost  at  the  last  minute  ~S\v.  Kroirh  came  in  ver\-  hurriedlv  and 
handed  an  envelope  to  ^Nfr.  Liddv  and  said.  "OK,  here  it  is.  Get  going." 

Mr.  Liddv  took  the  moncv.  we  left,  took  a  taxi,  went  to  the  airport, 
flew  to  Cliicaio,  made  certain  photo£rra)>]nc  ])urchn?es  out  there,  over- 
night in  Chicago.  In  the  morniiicr  wo  flew  to  Los  AuTeles  where  we 
met  with  tho  men  who  IkuI  flown  dircctlv  tliorc  from  ^fiaiiii. 

Senator  "Weicker.  At  the  meetinfr  at  tlie  Beverly  Hilton  Hotel  then 
with  the  four  Cuban-Americans,  prior  to  their  anpearing  in  Los  An- 
geles, tliev  did  not  know  the  nature  of  tlie  mission  ? 

Mr.  HuxT.  Thev  did  not  know  the  tariret  of  the  mission. 
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Ci     How  did  that  come  about? 


A.     The  request  —  to  go  back  to  the  origin  of  the 
material  request,  Mr.  Hecht,  I  had  made  the  request  of  Mr. 
Colson,  zmd  Mr.  Liddy  had  no  connection  with  the  vork  that  I 
was  doing,  conducting  for  Mr.  Colson;  so  that  the  issuemce 
of  th«  material  was  made  to  me  solely. 

Subsequently,  when  the  entry  operation  out  here 
was  decided  upon,  Liddy  indicated  that  —  and  I  certeiinly 
agreed  with  him  —  that  it  would  be  great  if  he,  too,  could 
be  similarly  supplied. 

Do  you  want  me  to  continue,  Mr.  Hecht? 

Q.  Yes,  please. 

fl.     I  never  reconsulted  General  Cushman.   I  never 
discussed  it  with  Mr.  Colson.   I  simply  called  my  contact 
in  the  Technical  Services  Division  of  Central  Intelligence 
Agency  and  said  that  there  was  another  White  House  official 


17    who  would  be  working  with  me  on  an  unidentified  activity; 


and  that  precisely  the  same  items  that  had  been  issued  me, 
I  would  require  for  issuance  to  him. 

Ql     And  did  that  in  fact  come  about? 

A.     That  did. 


22  &     Were  you  ever  told  by  anyone  that  Mr.  Ehrlichman 


had  allegedly  called  Mr.  Cushman  prior  to  your  visiting  with 
him? 

A.     We  are  talking  about  1951? 

ft      '71. 

K  '71? 

0     Yes,  sir. 


NOTE:     THIS  TESTIMONY  IS  REPRODUCED  IN  THE  FORM  IN  WHICH  IT  WAS 
RECEIVED  BY  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
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your  recommendation  was  and  your  findings  out  here,  is  that 
correct? 

A     Yes,  sir. 

Q     Did  you  do  that,  or  Mr.  Liddy  do  that? 

A     To  the  best  of  my  recollection  it  was  a  joint 
effort  in  which  I  supplied  perhaps  75  per  cent  of  the  written 
material. 

Q     And  were  these  raemoranda  that  were  prepared? 

A     Not  rDemoranda  as  such,  sir;  that  is  to  say  they 
had  no  heading  ""To"  and  "From".   They  were  just  simply  a 
series  of  related  paragraphs  on  different  aspects  of  the 
operation. 

Q     What  was  your  expectation  at  the  time  as  to  who 
that  recoramendation  would  be  forwarded  to? 

A     To  Mr.  Krogh. 

Q     \Jhat  did  you  base  that  expectation  on? 

A     Inasmuch  as  Mr.  Krogh  was  the  guiding  personality  o^ 

our  unit. 

Q  Did  It  ever  come  to  your  attention  that  that 
recororoendatioQ  had  in  fact  been  sent  on  to  Mr.  Krogh,  so 
to  speak? 

A     Inferentially. 


Q     Did  you  discuss  orally  with  Mr.  Krogh,  when  you 
got  back  to  Washington,  what  had  happened  out  here  in  Los 
Angeles? 

A     I  recall  discussing  it  with  Mr.  Young.   I  believe 
Mr.  Liddy  personally  discussed  it  with  Mr.  Krogh,  though  I 
tnay  very  well  have. 
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Q     When  did  you  discuss  iC  with  Mr.  Young? 
A-     Immediately  upon  our  return. 
.1         Q     Where  did  that  discussion  take  place? 
i  A     Room  16. 

Q     Will  you  tell  us,  please,  the  substance  of 
that  dicussion? 

A     I  had  the  prints,  the  memorandum  was  in  the  process 
of  being  typed  up, 

T  think  I  said  to  Mr.  Young  words  to  the  effect 
'"         "I  think  we  have  a  perfect  situation  here  for  a  clandestine 
surreptitious  entry. 

Q     What  if  anything  did  Mr.  Young  say? 
A     "Good." 


21 


N         Q  What  led  you  to  the  conclusion  that  you  have  just 

'5    given  us  that  it  was  Mr.  Liddy  who  discussed  the  trip  out 
ifi    here  with  Mr.  Krogh? 

A  Because  I  don't  recall  discussing  it  with  Mr. 

18  Krogh  in  any  detail. 

19  Q  Okay.  Did  you  ever  see  the  report  that  was 
made  up  In  its  final  form  after  it  was  typed? 

21  A  I  would  say  yes  to  that, 

22  Q  And  -- 

23  A  I  would  have  gone  over  it  for  typos,  certainly, 
yes. 

Q  Do  you  know  what  h.^ppenad  to  it  aftor  you  went 
over  it? 

27          A  I  believe  the  last  time  I  saw  it  It  was  in  the 

2«    physical  possession  of  Mr.  Ltddy,  that  is  to  say  lying  in  his 
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67. 3     CIA  EMPLOYEE  AFFIDAVIT,   MAT  9,    1973 

s[i-{;-:i:  ■ 

A  !•■   !■■  I  \J  A   V   [  T 


S'lA-jv:  OF  virvC;i'\'C/v    ) 

)    ss. 

COUNTY  OF  FALR.rVvX) 


I,  lO  being  first  dtil^-  s wo ra,   stite: 

1,  I  was  bora  on  am  a  graduate  of  tlie 
State  CoUcgs  of                                                and  have  been  an  employee  of  tha 
Central  Intelligence  Agency  since  August  1969- 

2.  On  22  July  1971  I  was  in  the  parldng  lot  behind  the  Technical  * 
Sci-vdces  Division's  South  Building  facility  at  about  5:10  p.m.    whan  I  w?s          ! 

I        called  to  Mr.  I  '  *  who  was  the  Acting  Chief  of  Technical       ' 

Services  Division.     Mr.  1      /'  told  me  that  I  v/as  to  report  to  Mr  ' 

i 

1  office  the  following  morning  and  pick  up  keys  for  a  safchousc  I 

meeting  v/lth  one  person.     This  pertained  to  a  request  from  the  Y-Hxite  | 

I 
I 

House  for  our  services.     I  was  to  support  a  man,   unknov.m  to  me,  for  non-     ' 

backstoppcd  U.S.    alias  documnntation  and  disgi^ise  material.     He  said  this  - 
v/as  a  seniiitive  case.     At  that  time  my  Section  Chief,   who  v.'as  also  present,- 

asked  if  we  could  obtain  a  physical  description  of  this  individual  for  the  : 

possible  use  of  a  mustache,   glasses,   v/lgs,    etc.      Mr.  t      //  made  a  * 

telephone  call  to  someone  and  received  the  physical  description  of  the  man.  - 

This  was  of  great  assistance  because  later  on  that  night  I  packed  up  dis-  ! 

guise  niatcrlals  for  the  safchousc  meeting.     I  was  Instructed  to  get  bio  data  • 

! 

from  this  man  for  the  noa-bacUstopped  U.S.   alias  documentation  and  I  w-"-     ' 

I 

to  Lclephouc  this  bio  data  to  my  Suction  Chief.     He  would,    in  turn,   turn  tai:;    ' 

i 

informath  ;i  over  to;  /^  who  would  prepare  the  oon-back'-'tDp-   * 

! 

pcd  U.S.    aliiiri  flociuiu:nt."\Uoii  ;:iadc  up  for  the  iadLvidu.ll,      1  v/;\s  not  '^ivcr*.        J 


F2  IMPPFT 

C.J.  I'.v  oon;".76 

Km 


DOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,    THE  CHAIFMAN  AW  RAHKIlia  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  SAMBS  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESEHTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA   EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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I  SLCi;l:i 

I- 

f! 

li 

'l 

I 

/■         iiixy   t-ii-ci  Cic:;   ::y.   U>  v-S.;!    type:  of  oju:  j  .'.lion  lliir;  v/.i:;  rtr  v/Ii;il  l:i'.r  rcciuirt:;:!;:;" 

!■         were. 

'■  i 

i'  1 

i-  3.     Ou  23  July  1971  X  met  lUiu  maa  ;:l  the  ^nrchou:;c  after  fii-;,t  I'-vi-- 

•:  "         ""    ""t 

r  [;onc  lu  the  Ilcadqiuartcrs  Building  -iiicl  obtained  the  key:;  from  j  /$ 

;;  I  pro^rannTied  the  subjoct  for  a  wig,    glasses,  and  a  speech  alteratior:.  dev^^--^ 

';  He  gave  iiic  the  name  of  Edward  J.    '\'/'arrea  to  use  as  the  alias  canic.     A^ 

i  the  same  time  I  telephoned  in  his  bio  data,   sucb.  as  date  of  birth,  hclf^ht 

li  weight,   color  of  hair,    etc.,  to  my  Section  Chief,    "Edward."  made  mention      I 

i  of  the  fact  that  he  wanted  all  of  this  that  same  afternoon;  he  then  left.     My 

]        Section  Chief  delivered  the  non-^ackstopped  U.S.   alias  do ctLmentation  late 

I 

j        that  afternoon  and  departed.      "Edward"  then  retviraed.     I  gave  him.  the 

,        documentation  and  the  disguise  materials-     He  seemed,  quite  satisfied  azd. 

i 

!        said  tliat  if  he  needed  any  additional  assistance  he  v/ould  be  in  contact  with 
I  . 

11        me.     I  gave  him  my  Agency  telephone  number.     I  then  vz-cnt  back  to    TSD  t 

li  I  = 

l'        the  ne>rt  morning,   Saturday,   24  July  1971,   and  briefed  JMr.  I     //  on  all        ' 

ji  I 

i!        the  support.!  liad  given  "Edward".  ] 

I  5 

j|  4.     About  a  v/eck  later  I  was  requested  to  adjust  "Edwaj:d*s"  ^ 

■I  1 

!'  I 

;1        glasses  and  also  bring  witli  me  someone  v/h.o  could  deliver  a  tape  recorder.    - 

!i        At  this  second  meeting  I  gave  "Edward"  some  non-backstoppcd  business 

!i  ' 

!'  t 

!i        cards  which  I  had  picV.od  up  at  tlie  Chicf/TSD's  office  prior  to  this  meetin".   • 

li        At  tliis  second  meeting  "Edsvird"  asked  for  a  second  speech  alteratioa  j 

)■  ' 

I        device.     1  believe  he  requested  a  backstopped  iSTevw'  York  addrer-s  and  tele-       | 

Ij         phone  niunbcr.     Po:,sibly  as  early  as  the  second  inectic,    "Edv.'O  rd"  a^'-o  i 

!■         c>:prcs:;cd  an  interest  in  credit  cards,    simply  for  identification  purposes.       i 

':  t 

I;  I     My  ansv/ci-  wa:;   llictL  \vc  tlul  not  i?:,iic  crcclLt  card-j.      "Edward"  sr.ict  he  alsc 


SECR! 
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l' 

J  tloii  p)t<\-i<lccl  hi  tli.-,L  ln,U  1-  inuclLii^^.      1  ihcn.  returned  to  VSO  o.rnX  hrLcrocI 

ij 

J.         Mr.  '      //  itp.d  ^•!r.  \     tt  on  the  upcoinip.jj  docutnciits  rcf]ulrccl. 

5.      AL  a  third  incoluif^  I  n^ct  "j:idv/;trd"  atid  an  ;i5:i:oci.T.to  cit  auoOhir 

;■         liafchoiiJic.     Al  this  lime  I  disguised  Lac  second  LadLvid,u.-?J.  lor  ^laiiscis  and 

i;         a  v/Ig  and  telephoned  lUc  second  Indlvidcal's  bio  data,  to  m.y  Section.  Chief, 
i; 
[         "Edward"  at  this  meetla<;  requested  a  conceal-ncnt  caraera,  film  and  tralc- 

i 

{         ing,  in  tULs  device.      "Edward"  said  lie  needed  this  that  same  day  because  he 

;         and  tlie  other  person  were  leaving  on  a  trip  that  aitcmoou.     I  contacted 
Mr.  I      ''  and  he  in  turn  referred  me  to  the  Chief,  Photo  Braa.c'h.     As 

a  result  of  this  ,    tlie  concealment  camera  and  noa-backstopped  U.  S.    alias 
documentation  for  the  secoad  man  was  delivered  that  afternoou  by  ■      /^ 

Mr.  I    /t         instructed  the  second  man  in.  the  use  of  the  conceal- 
ment camera.     I  was  v/orking  in  the  safchousc  on  the  second  individual 
v/hen  Mr.  |    //  brought  the  concealiTicnt  camera.     The  second  man  said 

he  had  to  be  at  the  Pentagon  before  he  made  his  airport  connection:  that 
evening.      "Edward"  asked  for  my  horr»e  telephone  number  and  said  he 
it         v/ould  call  me  there  and  let  me  know  when  he  v/as  coming  into  the  V.^'asMn^-' 
i'  ton  area  so  he  could  have  the  fibi\  developed.     Igavc;  him  my  hom.c  tele-       ' 

I;  phone  number  which  Is  1  "Edward"  said  he  waiild  call  mc  at  my      ; 

i'  I 

1;  residence  and  give  me  Instructions  for  the  pic'aip  oucc  the  flLTLhad  been 

!|  exposed.     I  telephoned  Mr.       //  at  his  residence  about  this  and  ho  said' 

!•  I  was  to  keep  htm  advised  on  any  developments  on  the  case. 

jj  6.      On  Z3  August  1971  1  received  a  call  at  my  residence  from 

ji 

']  "Edward"  asking  that  I  tncct  Iii:n  and  the  seco:id  mac  at  Dulles  Airoort  at. 


Or;pQ':T 

V.)  I .  I ;  I  ,  L  I 
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67.3     CIA  EMPLOTEE  AFFIDAVIT,   MAY  9,    19?3 
-:  OiJ.jlV-'.. 

(,::;0   ill    [U^:  inci;  .liii;;   lo   Jiic-I,  141   llu.    film.       On  lli,-.L  r.cuiic  t;vf;niri-j  I  tL:lr:r,',.j-...;-. 

K'ir.  I      /'  a:  lii*^   rcLidi:ncc  and  told  ]i;in  "j'dv.-.Trd"  li.-d  been  iti  co;ilc:'-i 

vt.i  lr>p;;  dilUlncc.      h'lV .  \      II  InUl  ;ilc   ill  turn  to  contact  Mr.  '     /f 

liii,  liciinc  aud  tell  lilrii  I  v/ouUl  be  briuffin^  in  the  film  £or  carl/  c!evclo-ip-' --a*- 

on  the  2'iLh  of  Ax'.j;-a:,t. 

7,     The  fourth  meeting  with  "Edv/ard"  \va5  oa  24  Auo-ust  1971  at 

I.        Dulles  Airport.     At  this  meeting  I  picked  up  the  film,  and  camera,  iu  a 

I'        tobacco  pouch  from  "Edward".     He  also  asked  again  about  credit  ca.rds 

li 

•III  told  him  again  we  did  not  issue  credit  cards.     "Edv/ard"  said  he  needed 

'■  I    the  film  negatives  and  prints  the  same  day.     It  v/as  at  this  meetin"  that 

i         "Edward"  said  something  to  the  second  man  about  drugs.     I  do  not  kaovr 

:.        exactly  v;hat  it  v/as  he  said  but  there  v/as  tlie  mention  of  dru"s.     I  nave  the 

film  to  Mr.  j     If        at  TSD/Photo  and  discussed  the  case  v/ith  Mr.  '. 

It  was  at  this  meeting  that  Mr.  I      //  said  these  men  were  not  oporati=- 

undor  our  superidsion  and  Headquarters  did  not  know  what  they  were  up  to 

Mr.  I      (/  gave  me  specific  orders  to  show  him  the  pictures  before  I 

delivered  them  to  "Edward"  that  afternoon.     Ho  also  dictated  a  list  of  thi-,^- 

I  v/as  to  tell  "Edv/ard"  at  th.e  afternoon  moetinn. 

2.     There  was  to  be  a  delay  in  additional  support 

until  my  superiors  received  further  authorization  fro;Ti 

the  Deputy  Director  of  Central  Intelligence  v/ith  regard 

to  th.c  request  for  the  camera,   backstoppod  docuxncnls 

or  any  so  far  unrcqucsted  audio  surveillance  activity 

other  than  tlie  commercial  tape  recorder  already  provi'ed. 

b.      No  backotoppiul  documents  can  be  provided  unless 

requested  through  tlic  Office  of  l!\e  Director. 


/ 


SLCRi 
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e?.3     CIA  EMPLOYEE  AFFIDAVIT.   AM?  9.    19?} 

c.  J'O.'-.ii  of  III:-  canii-j'a   rc!C|'at::.l(;tl  v-'.'is  t'*  bt;  a  o.'ie- 

tltUO    *lff.lli'. 

d.  V/i-  \^'o^lld  cojitiauc  to  a:;:,ii;l;  "Cd\>/'"trcl"  l:i  tornis 
of  p-OLiciLiril  aliao  docLimc:it;'..'-ion.    sni-vicin^  or  mrLLnLainLng 
his  disguise  and  tipe  recorder. 

e.  Rcquciit  tVir-t  all  of  tlic  documcats  issued,  particularlv 
those  of  his  associate,   identified  in  alias  as  "George"  at  this 
time,   be  returned  as  soon  after  use  as  possible. 

f.  That  "Mr.    Edward"  should  not  press  Mr.  |       /^ 
for  anything  additional  since  Mr.j         /?  supervisors 
were  not  authorized  to  supply  additional  support. 

g.  None  of  the  above  vv-as  to  preclude  additional  support 
if  it  were  properly  authorized  by  the  Office  of  the  Director  of  I 
Central  Intelligence.  : 

Later  that  afternoon  I  delivered  the  film  negatives  and  prints  to  "Edv.-ard"      : 

at  a  saft-house  and  started  to  go  through  the  listed  items  I  was  to  tell  him.       j 

t 
I  got  perhaps  halfway  through  the  list  when  "ildward"  seemed  in  a  hurry  = 

and  said  if  that  was  the  way  v/e  wanted  it,  ho  would  straighten  it  out. 

Incidcntly,  I  had  Xeroxed  copies  of  the  prints  before  I  delivt-rc'     .em  to 

"Edward".     As  late  possibly  as  the  first  of  September  1971,   I  had  not  heard 

anything  frcin  "Edward".     One  evenir.g  he  called  at  my  residence  aslring 

once  again  for  credit  cards.     I  again  stated  Agency  policy  v.-ould  not  perml; 

issuance  of  credit  cards  and  at  the  same  tin^e  told  hira  I  had  not  received        ; 

t 
further  authorization  from  my  siipcriors  to  continue  support  for  hlra  and  ! 

i 

his  colleague.  : 


I    Lati 


o[Jji\L!. 
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('I   /'Dr.- 
C)LWI\L  I 


c.    oniioi  I'.Oci..:...  ivVi.  c;iucr/i:.i'|  Dr,  IS" 

c:illi.il  li-.i:    tt>  111.;  oCtu^-  ^iik!  told  nit:   Cn-in.:  v.il  Cii.'.lu  ■  i.iti  w.;:;   l'.'~''"l',  to  Ii.ivi- 
liir\cll   v/illi    "i:clw.;)  a"  llic   fc.Uuv'Ui;;  cl.iy  .uicl  iic   v.-.-in  U:<1  .L  Hijiu^.l^lr.  Uii'jfi:- 
on  llu:  c.-if.c  iOr  C<noi.il  Cuclup.iin's  bcicfit,   v.-McU  X  Ci'.vu  hirn.     At  U.t-j 
niccliny  I  ^;.ii.-c/     D"".    /i  .i  Xc  io;cctl  coi.y  I  hsd  of  Ihc  photoj;r.--.p'i :;  t:i  = 

"Kdw^nd"  and  lua  collc.ij;uc  liad  t.ikc-ii. 

9.  .  I  did  not  liQOw  tbc  identity  of  cither  "Edward"  or  his  colLcigx 
lictll  it  was  published  La.  the  newspapers  after  the  V/atergate  iccid.a:;t. 


10 


Affiant. 

SUBSCRIBED  and  SWORN  to  before 

me  this     V  ^O-'     day  of      j/ >-M ,    1973 


A  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  County  of  Fairfax,   Virginia. 
My  Co;nmission  Expires:        My  Co.--:s;;ci:i  £.-r, :•;:  !.;.;:c:i  15.  1977     . 


olCR 
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67.  Z     JOHN  WARNER  LETTER,   SEPTEMBER  S,    1973 
|-=JAL   'NTZLLICeNCS  AGZ.XC 

'//>..    .i,\CTO.-i.  D.C.     20i05 


5  Septombcr  197  3 


V/Llli.j.ni  II.    Merrill,    Esq. 
As3ist-T.nt  Spscial  Prosecutor 
VratcrgALe  Special  Prosecutiloa  Force 
1425  "K"  Street.   N.    V/. 
WashLngtoa,   D.    C.     20005 

Dear  Bill: 

On  7  August  1973  you  asked,  me  to  vexlfy  the -date  CL?l 
developed  fiLms  for  Howard  Hunt.  On  8  August  I  advised  you 
orally  tha^  paragraph.  6  of  j        (O  affidavit  coataialag 

24  August  1971  v/as  the  accurate  date  and  that  paragraph  11  of 
11  affidavit  v/as  wrong.      I  regret  to  infoim  you  that  my 

conclusions  were  in  error  and  that  the  date  the  films  vyere 
developed  is  27  August  1971. 

A  revieu'  of  Agency  files  and  records  has  uncovered  a 
chronology  prepared  by'  /O  on  5  Decembsr  1972 

snd  a  chronology  prepared  by'         iO  on  14  October  1971, 

copies  enclosed.     It  should  be -noted  in  the  chronology  that  the 
term  ''bigot"  is  used  v/hich  Identifies  Howard  Hunt  as  the  subject 
to  receive  the  technical  assistance  and  since  it  v/as  a  sensitive 
case,   a  "bigot  list"  was  raalncalned  as  to  v/ho  had  contact  u'ith 
Hunt.     There  is  also  an  additional  source  of  confirmation  and 
that  is  Hov/ard  Hunt's  testirriony  before  the  Grand  Jury  2  May  1973. 
Mr.    Campbell,   Assistant  U.   5.    Attorney,    states  In  a  question 
to  Mr.   Hunt:  "On  25  August  you  and  Mr.   Liddy  traveled  to 
Los  Angeles  and  registered  at  the  Beverly  Hilton  Hotel.  " 
Mr.   Hunt  answered:   "That  must  be  it.     in  any  event,  we  v/ere 
authorized  to  niake  a  prelunlaary  \-ulQerablllty  and  feasibility 
study  for  such  an  operation.  "    A.lso  memoranda  v/rltten  by 

IS  on  26  August  1971  and  30  August  1971  recounting 

conyerd  ■itlons  v/lth  Mr.  I  I  concerning  support 

given  by  TSD  to  Howard  Hunt. 


NOTE:     AT  THE  REQUEST  OF  THE  CIA,   THE  CHAIRMAN  AND  RANKING  MINORITY  MEMBER 
DIRECTED  THAT  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  BE  DELETED  FROM  THIS  DOCUMENT 
PRIOR  TO  PRESENTATION  OF  THIS  DOCUMENT  TO  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
JUDICIARY.      DELETED  NAMES  OF  CIA  EMPLOYEES  HAVE  BEEN  REPLACED  BY 
NUMBER  DESIGNATIONS. 
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.'•■rci'i:  a  crir-cf-il   rcvLo'./  of  V\-:  .ibovc-  ni.-;.-itioa'jcl  c"oc>,i;iLC:r!.t:; 
t'.u;   :.L-'r::::;*c;<.:  ot  cvcin's  ap,>i_?.  r  to  h-.  <'.  i   roUov/:;: 

iv.      25  A':e'.i--L    !97l    Hunt  ar.cl  I-.iclJ)'  met  Li\ 
;i   ii:i:<-j'\oi.:oc  v/ifh'  |0        .  |0  received 

the  Ir.fo  iraatlo-i  for  Lidd/'i:  al'.as  cloc-.cri'-jnt-i.tLOC.  ?.ri'-.l 
telephoned  this   in'o  his   bracch  chief.     At  this  sa:ue 
niectlr.j;,   Huat  requested  a  concealed  ca:nn.cra. 
<         fO  asked''         IJ  vl^-  telephoae  for  this  support 

and  arrangcmeats  v/cre  made  fori      /t  to  deliver 

the  c?-mera  acd  the  alias  dociimcatatloa  to  the  safe- 
house.   \      /'Z        arrived  and  lastructed  Llddy  on  the 
use  of  the  camera  aad  gave  him.  his  alias  documents. 
Hunt  said  he  and  Llddy  v/ere  going  to  catch  a  plane. 
This  v/ould  tie  in  v/lth  Huni's  Grand  Jury  testimony 
that  he  registered  ?.t  the  Beverly  Hilton  Hotel  on 

25  August  1971. 

b.  26  August  19711'       //  had  conversations 
with  ^     \2i          reporting  additional  requests  In  v/hlchl 
advised      (3            that  Hunt  had  now  asked  for  a  disguise 
and  documents  for  a  second  Individual  (Llddy)  and  also 
requested  a  coace?.lcd  camera  per^     |3  memo  pre- 
pared concsmporaneously.     Late  In  the  evening  of 

26  August/  ]0  received  a  telephone  call  frotaT. 
Hunt  at  hlo  residence  and  Hunt  requested;'       |0 

to  meet  hun  at  Dulles  Airport  at  6:30  a.m.  ,   27  August  1971 

c.  27  Au;u3t   1971/  1^  met  Hunt  at 
Dulles  Airport  on  Friday  morning,    27  August  1971, 
and  received  iro'.n  Hunt  the  camera  concealed  In  a 
tobacco  pouch  and  a  roll  of  exposed  flbn.     Hunt 
requested  IrrLmedlats  development  of  the  film  and 
asked  chat  the  negatives  and  one  print  of  each  picture 
be  delivered  to  hint  that  day.    f             \0  agreed  to 
meet  Hunt  at  a  safehouse  later  that  naornlng.      The 
roll  of  film  v/as  developed  and  a  single  print  v/as 
made  In  accordance  with  Pluat's  Instructions,    Hov/ever, 
a  Xero:-:  copy  of  the  prints  v/as  made  for  the  TSD  files. 
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'T^-"cLip.::  -.vi.i;».  IIi..-.'l 


Lc  <:o!ivo;    the  p;ir;':5,  \        ||  askcc!  to  3::c  ca- 

print:;  and  asl-d  the  Lcchuiciau:,   to  Ti^rLhcr  Ldcn^lTy 
the  nunc  oa  the  p- rkir:^  ^p-co  La  oao  of  th-  plchur^s/ 
This  name  %y£is  Int-r  inked  in  on  the  Xcro::  coo-  as 
Dr.    Fi-ldiiiv.      Lai.jl  ^^  .^^  ^;^^.  ^.  ^^^  ^yth  o£ 
Ausust.    1971,  i      II    ^        t^.lkedto,'-      |2)       aacl  told 
lilm  t'lat  the  film  had  been  dcrcioped  ar.d  prints 
delivered  to  H-^L     <       13         v/rofce  up  this  coavers-tio: 
in  his  memorandum  of  30  August  1971. 


Enciosure 


Sincerely,. 


/^ 


cj .  / ,  ■•■  // /., . . . 


A 


/ 


^    /JohaS'.   V/'amer 
A-cting  Gex-ieral  Couasel 

/ 
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nation.   I  requested  that  a  camera  would  be  made  available  which 
could  be  used  for  internal  photography,  that  in  fact  was  made 
available  to  Mr.  Liddy.   It  was  a  Tesina  Camera,  concealed  — 
in  a  tobacco  pouch.  Mr.  Liddy  was  given  instructions  on  its 
operation  and  use.   In  due  course  we  returned  it  to  the 
Central  Intelligence. 


Mr.  Armstrong.  .Do  you  know  what  Mr.  Liddy  used  that  camera 
for? 

Mr,  Hunt.   Of  course. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   What  was  that  for,  sir? 

Mr.  Hunt.   For  internal  photography  in  the  professional 
premises  of  Dr.  Louis  [sic]  Fielding  in  Beverly  Hills,  California. 

Mr.  Armstrong.  Was  it  ever  used  on  any  other  occasions? 

Mr.  Hunt.   No,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Armstrong.   At  what  poinf  was  that  returned  to  the 
CIA? 

Mr.  Hunt.   It  was  returned  immediately  upon  our  return 
from  our  initial  reconnaissance.  The  camera  was  constructed 
in  such  a  way  that  it  was  pre-loaded  by  CIA  technicians;  we  had 
no  way  of  entering  it  to  take  out  a  casette  [sic]  of  film.  The 
entire  object  had  to  be  returned  to  the  CIA;  we  never  saw  it 
again. 

They  took  the  fil.Ti  out  of  it,  developed  the  film,  processed 
them,  printed  them,  and  returned  them  to  me.   I  never  saw  the 
camera  again. 


Indistinct  document  retyped  by 
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OO. 


impact  or  the  effect  on  his  cibility  to  conduct  foreign 
policy,  of  the  dis  —  of  the  disclosure,  either  public  or 
to  foreign  governments,  of  some  of  these  highly  confidential 
facts  and  national  security  secrets . 


Q.  Can  you  give  us  a  date  when  you  first  found  out 

that  Mr.  U.ddy  and  Mr.  Hiint  were  conducting  an  investigation 
into  the  Pentagon  Papers  leak? 

ft.     No,  I  Cein't.   The  way  —  the  way  that  it  came 
up  was  that  we  were  not  able  to  improve  the  F,B.I.  response 
to  their  requirements;  and  I  believe  it  was  Mr.  Krogh 
informed  me  that  It  Was  his  reconcnendation  that  we  go  forward 
with  the  use  of  these  two  men,  to  come  to  California  and 
see  if  they  could  develop  some  facts  which  Krogh  felt  he 
badly  needed,  in  defining  the  scope  of  the  apparent 
conspiracy,  and  some  of  the  missing  details,  as  to  how  the 
Pentagon  Papers  had  actually  been  obtained,  duplicated,  and 
disseminated. 

Q.  I  sense  from  your  answer  that  he  was  then  making 

a  recommendation  to  you  in  that  regard;  is  that  correct? 

f.  That  is  correct. 

Qi     And  did  you  approve  that  reccsnmendation? 

ft.     I  believe  the  recommendatio.:  was  discussed 
specifically  with  the  President,  before  it  was  approved. 

Q.  By  you? 

A.     No.   I  --  as  I  say,  I  beliovr  ha   —  he 
specifically  approved  it.   And  it's  my  recollection  that  he 
either  discussed  it  with  —  well,  I  knc^  he  discussed  it 
with  Mr.  Hoover. 
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30 

Do  you  have  a  recollection  that  that  would  h3ve 
been  discussed  with  Mr.  Ehrlichiaan? 

A.     I  do  not  racall  specific  language,  but  in  all 
likelihood,  if  I  was  to  suggest  that  something  other  than 
the  FBI  or  sorae  other  raeans  be  used,  that  I  would  have 
stated  that  ws  did  have  individuals  in  the  unit  and 
individuals  available  who  had  had  professional  experience 
in  this  kind  of  investigation  and  could  be  available,  but 
to  tellyou  that  I  know  the  exact  words  — 

Q.  1  an  not  expecting  that.   I  don't  think  the 

Grand  Jury  is,  either. 

Now,  the  next  thing  I  guess  that  happened  v;as  you 
did,  in  fact,  receive  the  ni^aoranduM  bac3<:  from  Mr.  Khrlichaan? 

K  Yes,  sir. 

0  And  on  that  basis,  do  you  recall  that  Mr.  Hunt 
and  Mr.  Liddy  were  sent  out  to  California  to  see  whether  the 
operation  was  feasible  and  how  it  would  be  done? 

JL     Yes,  but  prior  to  that,  I  believe  Mr.  Hunt,  in 
order  to  determine  v;hether  the  Cuban-American  individuals  who 
i!  he  had -jaentioned  wou?.d  be  available,  traveled,  I  think,  to 
Miami,  Florida.   I  don't  have  a  precise  date  of  that.   I 
heard  nost  recently  August  15  was  when  he  v?as  in  Florida. 
Follo\7ing  that  there  would  have  been  a  trip  to 
California. 

01  1  was  just  trying  to  verify  that  date. 
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A.  Is   that  date  correct? 

ft  That  is  close  enough  for  these  purposes. 

Then  I  think  you  started  to  say  Mr.  Hunt  cind 
Mr.  Liddy  did,  in  fact,  go  out  to  California  to  observe 
Dr.   Fielding's   office? 

K  That  Is  correct. 

Ci  Do  you  recall  having  a  ineating  v/ith  l-Ir.   Hunt 

and  Mr.  Liddy  upon  their  return  fron  California  in  which 
there  was  a  discussion about  what,    in   fact,    had  occurred, 
and  whether  they  feit  the  operation  was   feasible,   and  how 
they  proposed  to  do  it? 

A.  Yes,    sir. 

We  had  a  meeting  in  one  of  the  offices  in  Roon 
16  upon  the  return.   I  believe  they  had  brought  back 
photographs  and  general  diagrams  of  the  area  around  the 
office  and  had  presented  their  reconiniendation  on  the 
feasibility  at  that  tine. 

_ft     Let  me  show  you  these  photographs  that  I  think 
you  have  identified  previously  as  ones  you  did  see  at  that 
time.  - 

A.     Yes,  sir,  these  are  the  photographs. 

Q.  Do  you  recognize  or  do  you  notice  that  sone  of  the 

photographs  appear  to  have  been  taken  inside  of  Dr. 
Fielding's  office,  of  a  desk  and  of  a  couch  and  a  desk,  the 
corner  of  a  desk? 

ft.     Yes,  sir. 
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that  they  had,  in  fact,  been  insicle  the  office  and  that  that 
was  how  these  pictures  had  been  taken? 

h.  I  believe  so. 

Ql  Now,  you  indicated  that  thsy  presented  a  diagraia 
of  the  offices  and  I  take  it  some  kind  of  an  idea  of  a  plan 
of  how  they  proposed  to  carry  this  out? 

K  Yes,  sir,  they  had,  I  think,  a  general  recoranenda- 

tion  at  that  point  —  1  don't  M.ieve  it  had  been  reduced 
to  writing,  but  — 

Q.  Do  you  reraember  whether  it  ever  was  reduced  to 


writing? 

12  ':       ji.     Kot  as  a  certainty,  but  probably  the  v/ay  I  had 

i! 

13  j-  practiced  in  the  past  in  other  areas,  I  x^ould  have  wanted 
I 

14  I j   it  put  do>m  very  specifically  in  .terms  of  what  they  were 

15  ;:  going  to  do,  the  budget  for  it  — 

I' 
Ki        &     I  was  going  to  ask  you  about  the  budget, 

17        fi.     Yes,  the  budaet  -.TOuld  have  been  a  part  of  it,  so 

! 

IS  :   I  would  know  generally  how,  when,  where,  and  the  cost. 

li 
lit  ;i       Q.  Tvnd  in  terms  of  the  budget,  that  leads  me  to  ask 

j! 

20  !l      you,    in   fact,   you  did  Kake  sone  requests  of  either  fir.   Colson 
•2\  li     and/or  Mr.  Ehrlichraan   for   funds   to   finance  this   trip,    did  you 

"  h 

•22  ';'•  not? 

oi   '       K  Yes,  sir.   I  do  reinenber  talking  to  Mr.  Colson 

.,4  ■  about  funds.   I  also  reinenber  specifically  not  informing  him 

.,-  of  the  purpose  for  which  I  was  requesting  those  funds. 

i,  H  '_  . 
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2  45 

Q     Did  you  have  any  further  discussions  with  Mr. 
Ehrlichraan  about  this  operation  of  examining  the  files  in 
Dr.  Fielding's  office? 

A     No.   You  are  not  up  to  the  point  of  betv.-een  the 
trips,  sure  you? 

Q     No. 

You  did  talk  to  Wr .  Ehrlichraan  at  a  point  in  time 
which  you  describe  as  "between  the  trips"? 

A     That  is  correct. 

Q     Then  chronologically,  let's  proceed  by  picking 
up  your  answer  there.   There  apparently  was  more  than  one 
trip  Mr.  Hunt  and  Kr.  Liddy  made  out  to  California  to 
Dr.  Fielding's  office? 

A     That  is  correct. 

Q     Would  you  describe  v;hat  you  knev/  about  the  first 
trip,  and  approximately  v;hen  you  thought  it  occurred? 
Let  me  withdrav/  that  question. 

Let  me  do  it  this  way:   You  apparently  then  were 
aware  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Liddy  made  tv/o  trips  out  to 
California? 

A     That  is  correct. 

Q     Were  you  av/are  they  went  out  alone  on  the  first 
trip  to  simply  see  Dr.  Fielding's  office  and  to  see  the 
surrounding  territory  and  observe  the  area? 

A     That  is  correct,  except  at  tho  very  beginning,  I  v/^s 
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not  clear  whether  there  would  be  one,  two,  or  three,  or  four 
trips.   I  don't  think  it  was  clear. 

Q     It  nay  not  have  been  clear  in  the  beginning,  but 
certainly  as  it  developed  — 

A     Right,  there  was,  that  is  correct. 

Q     V7ere  you  aware  before  they  went  on  their  first 
trip  to  observe  the  office  that  they  v/ere  going  out,  in 
fact,  to  do  that? 

A     That  is  correct. 

Q     And  at  sorae  point  in  time,  you  knew  that  tliev  had 
been  there,  and  that  they  were  back? 

A     That  is  right. 

Q     Do  you  recall  Hunt  and  Liddy  or  Liddy  showing  you 
some  pictures  tiiat  they  had  taken  on  that  first  trip  outside 
15   and  inside  Dr.  Fielding's  office? 
1«        A     Yes,  I  do. 

17  Q     Let  me  show  you  here  some  pictures  —  they  are 

18  nat  prints,  but  they  are  Xerox  copies  of  prints  —  let  me 

19  tell  you  hov/  many  pictures  there  are.   There  are  ten 

20  pictures  here.   Would  you  look  at  those? 

21  A  .    Yes , 

22  Q     You  have  had  a  chance  to  examine  those  pictures? 
O.I        A     Yes . 

24  Q     Do  you  recall  seeing  them  previously? 

25  A     Yes.   There  arc  some  tiiat  v;ere  certainly  more  clear 
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that  I  know  I  saw  and  others,  obviously,  if  they  were  in  the 
same  package,  I  also  saw  them, 

Q     Do  you  recall  the  circumstances  under  which  you 
first  saw  them  or  who  first  showed  them  to  you? 

A     When  Mr.  Hunt  and  Mr.  Liddy  came  back  from  the 
first  trip,  1  remember  meeting  v?ith  them  one  time  —  really 
only  One  time  —  with  Mr.  Krogh,  in  v;hich  they  passed  tliese 
pictures  around  the  table. 

Q     Where  was  that  meeting? 

A     That  was  in  a  small  room  in  the  same  area  of 
Room  16. 

Q     I  think  my  estimate  of  the  size  of  those,  of  the 
Xeroxes  of  the  prints,  is  that  they  are  about  8  x  10.   Do 
you  recall  that  is  the  size  of  the  pictures  you  sa'.r  at  that 
meeting? 

They  would  have  been  black  and  white . 

A     1  think  my  earlier  recollection  v/as  that  it 
v;as  a  smaller  print  size,  but  if  that  is  the  only  print 
size  it  was,  then  that  is  what  was  passed' around. 

I  think  I  earlier  testified  that  they 
were  3x5  size. 

Q     Did  you  see  the  pictures  at  the  time  you 
testified? 

A     Wo,  I  'didn't. 

Q  Now  that   you   have   liad   an  opportunity    to   sec    tlicn  - 
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A     No,  tliat  I  have  seen  them.   I  would  say  these  were 
■the  ones  passed  around. 

Q     You  will  notice  that  some  of  these  pictures  are 
of  automobiles  and  outside  of  buildings  and  here  is  one 
outside  a  building. 

Can  you  identify  the  man  in  that  picture? 

A     I  think  that  is  f^.  Liddy. 

Q     T^d  the  next  picture  there  is  also  an  automobile 
in  front  of  a  building  and  it  looks  like  someone  else 
standing  there? 

A     Again  I  think  that  is  Mr.  Liddy. 

Q  More  outside  of  a  building,  again,  outside  a 

building.   Here  it  appears  that  this  picture  was  taken 
inside  an  office,  v;itli  a  desk  and  lamp  and  a  chair;  and  the 
next  picrure  also  inside  an  office,  v;ith  tlie  corner  of  a  desk 
and  a  chair,  and  it  looks  like  the  corner  of  a  couch. 

Do  you  recognize  having  seen  pictures  that  were 
taken  inside  an  office? 

A     Yes,  I  do,  and  just  to  explain  that,  when  Mr. 
Liddy  and  Mr.  Hunt  passed  these  pictures  around  that  shov/ed 
the  inside  of  the  office,  I  think  either  Mr.  Krogh  or  myself 
or  both  of  us  --  I  knov;  I  did  --  questioned  them  or  asked 
them  hov;  this  picture  had  been  taken. 

Q     Did  t)iey  say  they  were,  indeed,  inside  Dr. 
Fielding's  office? 
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A     They  said  that  the  building  had  been  opened,  that 
they  had  gone  in  to  the  building,  that  the  cleaning  lady 
let  them  into  Dr.  Fielding's  office. 

I  remember  being  surprised  and  bothered  by  this 
and  only  because  they  had,  in  fact,  been  in  the  office,  -and 
they  said  to  me  that  they  talked  to  the  cleaning  lady  and 
she  had  let  thera  in,  and  they  hadn't  done  anything  wrong. 

I  think  that  is  when  the  discussion  then  arose, 
if  the  operation  was  undertaken,  thev  were  not  to  be  involved 
directly  in  any  examination. 

Q     In  otlxer  v;ords,  they  wouldn't  personally  go  into 
the  office? 

A     Right. 

Q     That  someone  else  would? 

A     Yes.   Let  me  just  say  the  biggest  part  of  the 
picture  was  either  that  somebody  v/ould  have  to  go  in  or  some- 
body that  alreadh  had  access  v/ould  have  to  bring  information 
out. 

Q     Did  they  ever  indicate  anybody  who  could  have 
access,  other  than  the  doctor  himself? 

A     I  don't  remember  if  that  v/as  discussed  specif icalli' 
or  not. 

Q     You  have  no  recollection  tliat  tliey  did? 

A     No. 

Q     I  take  it  from  what  you  have  said  that  it  v/as 
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apparent  to  you  from  what  they  said  that  the  doctor  was  not 
in  his  office  at  tlie  time  these  pictures  v/ere  taken? 

A     That  is  correct. 

Q  And  they  did  not  have  the  doctor's  permission  to 
be  there? 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 


That  is  right. 

TUid,  indeed,  he  did  not  know  about  it? 
That  is  right. 

And  your  concern  was  that  they  had  been  there  — 
is  that  because  it  might  have  been  traceable,  if  they  had 
been  observed,  traceable  to  the  VThite  House,  because  they 
v^ere  there? 

A     Traceable  that  someone  had  been  there. 
Q     And  somebody  from  the  Wliite  House? 
A     Right. 

BY  hro.  BREYER: 
Q     It  wasn't  your  concern  that  it  was  traceable 
that  someone  had  been  in  the  office,  but  that  it  was  traceable 
to  these  people  v/ho  v;ere  under  the  employment  of  the 
White  House? 

A     That  is  right.   I  mean  somebody  unrelated  had  been 
in  the  office  — 

BY  MR.  MERRILL: 
Q     Unrelated  to  the  White  HOuse? 
A     Yes. 
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Q     Unemployed  by  the  VThite  House? 

A     Yes.  .1  an  just  trying  to  make  the  distinction, 
or  maybe  I  should  follov/  it  —  say  your  question  again? 
BY  MR.  BREYER: 

Q     Your  concern  at  this  point  was  tliat  it  v;as  now 
apparent  or  there  was  a  possibility  that  the  operation  could 
be  traced  to  the  Wiite  House  or  people  employed  by  tlie 
White  House? 

A     That  is  right,  because  they  had  been  in  tliere, 
that  is  right. 

Q     And  they  could  have  then  been  identified,  isn't 
that  correct? 

A     That  is  correct. 
BY  MR.  t-ERRILL: 

Q     Did  they  say  anything  about  not  using  their  true 
names  in  that  trip  to  California? 

A     No,  they  didn't,  and  I  believe  the  first  time  1 
b_ecame  av;are  of  that  was  following  the  —  or  in  connection 
v;ith  FBI  interviews  on  VJatergate,  which  v/as  in  the  next 
year-,  in  July  of  '72. 

Q     In  othar  words,  you  did  not  know  that  they  were 
not  using  their  real  non-.es  — 

A     Hot  at  that  time. 

Q      : —  at  that  time? 

A     No,  I  did  not.   I  mean,  I  don't  have  any  recollectio; 
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of  that  amd  I  remember  being  surprised  when  I  did  find  out 
cibout  it. 

Q     You  do  now  reraemJjer,  though,  in  viewing  tliese 
pictures, and  talking  about  the  fact  that  they  had  been  there, 
there  was  some  discussion  eibout  when  it  did  take  place,  that 
they  v/ouldn't  be  the  ones  that  actually  went  in,  but  that 
they  v;ould  have  somebody  else  going  in  and  making  the 
actual  observation  of  the  file? 

A     That  is  right,  if  it  were  done  by  somebody 
going  in,  yes. 

You  say  you  )iave  no  recollection  of  any 


Q 
other  source  of  viev/ing  it? 

A     But  there  was  not  —  or  I  don't  recall  a  detailed 
discussion  on  someone  going  in,  other  than  if  someone  went 
in,  it  was  not  to  be  them. 

Q     Don't  you  have  a  recollection  of  Hunt  and  Liddy 
indicating  to  you  that  — 

A     Mr.  Hunt  said  that  he  had  some  e>:-CI7^  associates 
which  he  v/ould,  if  it  was  necessary,  that  he  could  get  ahold 
of  to  undertake  the  operation. 

Q     Didn't  he  say  more  than  if  it  was  necessary? 
Didn't  he,  in  fact,  say  he  had  some  ex-CIA  friends  who  would 
actually  go  in  and  who  v.'ore  reliable  and  that  he  and  Liddy, 
Hunt  and  Liddy  would  not  have  to  make  the  actual  entry? 
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